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THR JUDGMENT of the House of Lords, which has been 
looked for with so much anxiety, in the cases of Oakes 
and Peake in Re Overend, Gurney, $ Company (Limited), 
was delivered on Thursday morning. It will be re- 
collected that the appellants claimed to be struck off the 
list of contributories upon the winding-up of the com- 
pany, on the ground that they had been induced to be- 
come shareholders by fraudulent mis-statements in the 

of the company. Vice-Chancellor Malins, 
while holding that the fraud was proved, still held that 
this did not entitle them to relief as against the official 
liquidator and creditors of the company; and against 
this decision Messrs. Oakes and Peake appealed to the 
House of Lords. The learned lords, before whom the 
appeal was argued—the Lord Chancellor, Lord Cran- 
worth, and Lord Colonsay—have given judgment affirm- 
ing the Vice-Chancellor’s decision and dismissing the 
appeal, An abstract of their judgments will be found in 
another column. 


IN THE LATE CASE Of The Mayor of London v. Cox 
the House of Lords have finally laid at rest a question 
which has now been in litigation for five years, with 
reference to the jurisdiction of the Mayor’s Court of the 
City of London in the proceeding known as foreign 
attachment. The main question in the case was whether 
a certain custom relied upon by the appellants as giving 
them the jurisdiction they claimed was a custom good in 
law. The custom was, that if A. commenced a suit in 
the Mayor’s court against B., and if A. surmised that C. 
owed money to B., then he could attach the debt in 0.’s 
hands to answer his own claim against B., provided C. 
were found in the city; and afterwards could levy the 











ppeared 
; and this, though 


nor carried on business in the city, and neither of the 
debta accrued there, and though B. might never have 
had notice of the proceedings. To take an instance,— 
If this custom were good, an Edinburgh tailor might 
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validity.” The Exchequer Chamber apparently thought 
it unnecessary even to do that much. But of course it 
would ill befit the City of London, in a matter affecting 
its privileges, to accept defeat in any court short of the 
highest in the land, so the case went to the House of 
Lords, That House has now finally pronounced the custom 
to be bad. It has also affirmed the judgments below, 
upon the other point raised in the case. It has decided 
that, under the circumstances presumed by the custom, 
the garnishee was entitled to his remedy by writ of pro- 
hibition to the Mayor’s Court, forbidding it to proceed in 
the garnishment, and was not bound to appear in that 
court and plead the facts. 


THE “ Act to Amend the Law in Respect of the Sale 
and Purchase of Shares in Joint-Stock Banking Com- 
panies” (30 Vict. c. 29), which received the royal 
assent last June, has caused a great change in the method 
of buying and selling shares of this description. The 
Act, ;which came into operation on the Ist of July, 
provides in section 1, that after that date “no contract 
for the sale or transfer of any shares, stock, or other 
interest in any joint-stock banking company shall be 
valid unless it shall set forth and designate in writing 
such shares, stock, or interest by the respective numbers 
by which the same are distinguished at the making of 
such contract . . on the register or books of 
such banking company as aforesaid, or where there is 
no such register of shares or stock by distinguishing 
numbers, then unless such contract . . . . shall set 
forth the person . . . .in whose name ... . 
such shares, stock, or other interest shall at the time of 
making such contract stand as the registered proprietor 
thereof in the books of such banking company,” and “ any 
person wilfully inserting in any such contract any false 
entry of such numbers, &c.,” is declared guilty of a mis- 
demeanour. The second section provides that joint-stock 
banking companies shall be bound to show their list of 
shareholders to any registered shareholder; and the third 
and last section excepts shares or stock in the Bank of 
England or of Ireland from the provisions of the Act. 

This short statute has entirely altered the practice 
which has hitherto prevailed in the buying and selling 
of bank shares. The ordinary course has always been 
for jobbers to sell the shares first and then to procure 
elsewhere, on as favourable terms as possible, a sufficient 
number of such shares to enable them to perform their 
contract. This practice can no longer be pursued with 
the same facility as formerly. But it must be noticed that 
contracts which do not fulfil the requirements of this 
statute are not illegal, but only void, and therefore, as in 
the case of agreements by way of gaming or wagering, 
although the agreement itself cannot be enforced, money 
paid under it cannot be recovered back, and a broker or 
other agent paying money by the express or implied 
authority of his principal under an agreement made void 
by this Act will be entitled to recover the amount from 
his principal as being money paid to his use and by his 
request. 


Lorp St. LEONARDS has published a pamphlet con- 
taining “ observations” on the recent “ Act for amending 
the Law of Auctions of Estates.” This Act, as our 
readers are no doubt aware, was introduced by Lord 
St. Leonards himself in the Houseof Lords, and it passed 
that House in the same form in which it was introduced ; 
but in the House of Commons it underwent certain 
amendments. The Lords carried an amendment to the 
amendment of the Commons. In this the Commons 
refused to concur, and stated their reasons for doing s0; 
and the Lords gave way. The Act, therefore, passed as 
amended by the Commons. In the present pamphlet 
Lord St. Leonards states his reasons for disapproving 
the Commons’ amendment; and so strongly does he dis- 
approve it that he thinks the Act as it stands ought 
to be called an Act “to legalize fraudulent sales by 
auction.” His Lordship says that the bill had three 
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objects in view—first, to assimilate the rules of law and 
equity as to auctions and the employment of puffers; 
secondly, “ to place puffing under proper restraint;” and 
thirdly to put an end to the reopening of biddings after 
sales under the Court of Chancery. The first and third of 
these objects his Lordship thinks have been efficiently 
provided for, but'not so as to the second—the restraints 
placed upon the puffing system. The difference between 
himself and the House of Commons may be very 
shortly stated. The bill as he framed it prohibited the 
seller from employing any person to bid for him at the 
auction unless he complied with two conditions precedent: 
first, the particulars or conditions of sale must state that 
he reserved such a right; and, secondly, he must state in 
writing to the auctioneer before the sale the reserved 
price up to which, and up to which only, he was to be 
entitled to bid. The House of Commons retained the 
first of these conditions, but struck out the second; and 
as the Act now stands, when the seller’s right to bid is 
duly reserved, it is “lawful for the seller or any one 
person on his behalf, to bid in such manner as he may 
think proper.” The Commons in their reasons thought 
that, on many grounds, it was only just that sellers 
should have this freedom; and they also thought that, if 
it were not so, Lord St. Leonards’ provision would be ino- 
perative, as a seller could always avoid its operation by 
fixing a reserve price above the highest possible selling 
price. Lord St. Leonards differs upon both points, As 
to the advantage of some restriction upon sham biddings, 
beyond what the bill imposes, we are inclined to agree 
with his lordship. But the objection that his plan would 
be inoperative, as it could and would always be evaded 
in the way pointed out by the Commons, seems to us 
unanswerable. 


IN OUR LAST NUMBER we referred to a most salutory 
amendment, introduced by Lord Cranworth in the House 
of Lords, to the Courts of Law Officers (Ireland) Bill. 
The object of the amendment was to vest the right of 
appointment of certain officers of the common law courts 
in Ireland, in the judges of those courts, instead of, as at 
present, in the Lord-Lieutenant. And we expressed a 
confident hope that this amendment would be adopted 
by the House of Commons. But that hope has been dis- 
appointed. The Irish Government will not part with its 
patronage; and, accordingly, on the raotion of the At- 
torney-General for Ireland, the Commons have rejected 
the amendment by a majority of thirty-three to twenty- 
five. 


THE HoN. ADOLPHUS FREDERICK OCTAVIUS LIDDELL, 
Q.C., the newly-appointed Under-Secretary of State for 
the Home Department, is the eighth son of first Lord 
Ravensworth, by the daughter of John Simpson, Esq., of 
Bradley, Durham, and grand-daughter maternally of the 


eighth Earl of Strathmore. Mr. Liddell was born in 
1818, and was educated at Eton, and afterwards at 
Christ Church, Oxford, subsequently becoming a fellow 
of All Souls’ College; he was third class in classics in 
1838, and gained the Latin Essay prize in 1840. He was 
called to the Bar at the Inner Temple in January, 1844, 
and was created a Queen’s Counsel in 1861. He has 
been a deputy-lieutenant of the county of Durham since 
1843. Mr. Liddell was married in 1845 to the daughter 
of George Lane Fox, Esq., of Bramham-park, Yorkshire. 


THE Standard, not content with having lately created 
a new equity jurisdiction to be exercised by that very 
singular body for the purpose, the Metropolitan Railway 
Company, has now found out that Mr. Justice Willes, 
Mr. Baron Martin, and Mr. Justice Blackburn decide 
appeals in the House of Lords. Not only did the 
Standard announce on the 6th August that what in one 
part of the paper was called a mere direction by the 
House of Lords that the judges’ opinions in the Bishop 





of Exeter v. Marshall should be printed, was tantamony; 
to a decision by the House itself, but on the 7th a leg. 
ing article appeared commenting on the decision, 
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THE IRISH STATE TRIALS. 


It was hardly possible that the late Irish State Trig, 
could fail to produce a crop of important decisions upg, 
the law of conspiracy. The basis of all the indictmeny — 
was the existence of one of the most gigantic and wij, 
spread conspiracies the world has ever seen, and wha | 
we add to this that the prisoners had the benefit-y 
some of the most ingenious advocates of the Irish By 
and that the learned judges who presided at the sey. 
ral trials were possessed of a genuine and conscientioy 
desire to reserve for a higher tribunal the consideratin, 
of every point which appeared to admit of any diy 
cussion, we are not surprised to find the superior 
Courts in Ireland frequently engaged in settling th, 
law applicable to such cases. 

Although a contrary course would not have affectal 
the fate of any of the prisoners except one (Meany; 
case), we cannot help thinking that the higly extens. 
ble law of conspiracy has been considerably enlarged or 
widened by the late dicta and new decisions of the 
Irish Bench, and we therefore propose to consider the 
principal cases which have lately been before the 
superior courts in Ireland on appeal from the various 
commission courts for the trial of persons connected with 
the Fenian conspiracy. 

The first case of importance which came before, 
Court of Appeal was that of Thomas Clarke Luby, 
the first person tried at the first special court for the trial 
of the Fenian prisoners. The principal question submitted 
to the Court involved the validity not only of all the con. 
victions for Fenianism then obtained, but of many other 
convictions recorded in various volumes of the State 
trials; for, although a verbal distinction was attemptei 
to be taken between the indictment in those cases and in 
Luby’s case, it was hardly tenable, and the argument 
must be pushed all the way. The point was this—that 
it is a bad overt act of the treasonable compassing to 
allege that the prisoner “ conspired, combined, con- 
federated, and agreed” to do certain treasonable acta, 
It was argued that conspiracy is not necessarily an act, 
nor is an allegation of a conspiracy an allegation of a 
fact, any more then in a declaration in assumpsit a state 
ment of an actual promise to pay which need not be 
proved; it is a mere legal inference which might arise 
upon various states of facts proved, and the prisoner is 
not thereby informed what is to be proved against him, 
as the statute intends. But the Court of Queen’s Bench 
rightly held, on writ of error brought, that the allegation 
of a conspiracy may be the allegation of an act done, and 
requires to be so proved, They seem to have contented 
themselves with merely referring to the long roll of pre- 
cedents; but the only ground on which we can escapes — 
clear evasion of the statute, is the plain and common- 
sense answer that conspiracy is proveable as an act, and 
when laid as an overt act, it is to be taken as the allega- 
tion of a personal act, and not as a legal inference. 
It will be the duty of the judge who tries the case, 
however, to see that it is proved as a personal act done 
within the venue by the defendant, 

This position, however, appears to be disturbed consider- 
ably by the cases of Reg. v. McCafferty, 15 W. R. 1025 and 
Reg. v. Meany, 15 W. RB. 1082, and if the judgment of the 
majority in those cases contains a correct exposition 
the law of conspiracy, the safeguards of the statute 
seem certainly very much weaker where a treasonable 
conspiracy is proved than in other cases of treason. 
It is now possible, and, indeed, it is now the prac 
tice, in all indictments for Fenianism, whether # 
treason-felony or high treason, to lay, as overt acts of 
the treason, every levying of war and act of treason 
done by any members of the conspiracy in Ireland ot 
elsewhere. or instance, an informer swears that 4 
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individual attended a Fenian meeting, or was 
sworn in as a member of the conspiracy. Instantly 
the accused may be indicted for compassing the death 
of the Queen; and the indictment may lay as overt 
acts—the actsintended by the statute to be so specfied as 
to inform him of the evidence about to be given 
against him—the various outbreaks which have lately 
ocourred all over the country, of which he may have 
known nothing except from the newspapers. The 
legality of such a course we shall consider presently, 
but we desire to remark, at all events, that it does not 
appear to carry out the spirit of the statute. 

McCafferty’s case was this. The defendant was proved 
to have been an active member of the Fenian conspiracy 
prior to his arrest. He was arrested on the 25th Feb- 
ruary, and a rising took place in Dublin on the 5th 
March, while he was in confinement. The judges held 
that he was liable for the rising of the 5th March just as 
though he himself had taken part in it, the acts of his 
co-conspirators, done in furtherance of the design of the 
conspiracy, being in law his acts. 

Now the law on the subjecty as laid down in the 
authorities is quite clear as to the responsibility of co- 
conspirators for one another’s acts. The act of one 
co-conspirator, done ,in pursuance of the common design, 
is no‘doubt in law taken to be the act of all. But for 
what purpose? For the purpose, we are inclined to 
think with Pigot, O.B. (McCafferty’s case, 15 W. R. 
1025) of fixing a guilty intent on the conspiracy, and 
of defining the guilt of belonging to the conspiracy, 
which is the offence, Every criminal Act done by cer- 
tain members of aconspiracy, although done in further- 
ance of a common design, is not a new crime done by 
each individual of the remaining members, but is an 
additional proof of the guilty design of the whole com- 
pany. When, therefore, the Act of conspiracy itself is 
laid as an overt act in an indictment against one con- 
spirator, there is no necessity, nor is it proper, we 
submit, to lay as his personal acts all the acts of guilt 
done by the various members of the conspiracy from 
time to time. 

It might be suid, however, that there can be no harm 
in laying these as overt acts, because to prove them 
you must first prove a conspiracy, and that being 
laid as ‘an overt act, when it is proved the offence is 
proved, and the remaining overt acts are superfluous 
either one way or other. But without admitting this as 
a reason for inserting them in the indictment, it will 
be seen that the effect of such a course has been to 
abolish the law of venue in connection with indictments 
for this offence. 

In Meany’s case it was held sufficient to give the 
Court jurisdiction that the defendant was a member of 
a conspiracy ramifying into the venue, although he had 
joined that conspiracy out of the venue, and had 
never been within the venue from the time of 
his becoming a member of the conspiracy till after 
his arrest. The overt acts laid there were all con- 
spiracies for various treasonable purposes. No other act 
was alleged. It was held that to conspire in America 
was to conspire in the venue, because some of the con- 
spirators were within the venue, and an overt act done 
within the venue manifested a compassing within the 
venue. Some difficulty existed in the fact that in proving 
the overt act of conspiracy the Crown were assuming 
the conspiracy already proved—were proving a conspi- 
racy by a conspiracy—were proving an act done by de- 
puty without proving the existence of adeputation. But 
if overt acts of levying war in the venue as laid against 
McCafferty had been laid against Meany, there would 
have been no difficulty, as, according to the doctrine of 
MoCafferty's case, the conspiracy might have been proved 
anywhere out of the venue, and the acts done by co-con- 
spiratorsin the venue would at once have been proveable. 

We do think, then, with all respect, that the Irish 
courts have gone too far in laying down the broad rule 


the conspiracy in exactly the same degree, and in every 
respect as if they were done by his own hand. And 
further, as we already pointed out, the only intelligible 
ground on which conspiracy can be laid as an overt act 
is—that it is proveable as a personal act done within the 
venue. That was a good reason for deciding Muleahy’s 
case as it was decided. But in Meany’s case that rule 
has been departed from, and an overt act of conspiracy 
within the venue is held to be sustained by proof of the 
defendant’s connection in America with a conspiracy 
which ramified into the venue. The personal act is 
disregarded, and the legal inference takes its place. 

It may be said that there is little or no difference 
between supposing each individual of the conspiracy per- 
sonally guilty of committing the acts done by the others, 
and holding him guilty of being a member of a conspi- 
racy having such crime as its object. But we have 
shown that in one case the difference was sufficient to 
overturn completely the law of venue, and there probably 
will arise further novel complications. In addition to 
this it must be remarked that it does not add to our re- 
spect for the administration of justice to know thata 
tailor or a shoemaker—whose acts in complicity with the 
conspiracy do not extend beyond swearing an oath upon 
a Prayer-book—may be, and actually is, charged in the 
indictment with the very same overt acts which are laid 
against those arch-traitors who have been leading the 
various attempts at insurrection against the Government 
of the country. 


NOTES ON THE FRAME OF THE REFORM AOT. 


“The Representation of the People Act, 1867,” is now 
the law of the land, though most of its provisions will 
have no practical operation for some time tocome. The 
Act, after all amendments, is still clear and compendious 
for an Act of Parliament, consisting of about sixty sec- 
tions in all. If we have “shot Niagara,” we have not 
taken a very large craft to do it in. 

The earlier clauses are the enfranchising clauses. 
Clause 3 gives the borough franchise to every man of 
full age, &c., who “is on the last day of July in any 
year, and has during the whole of the preceding twelve 
calendar months been an inhabitant occupier, as owner 
or tenant, of any dwelling house (which term, by the 
interpretation clause, includes ‘any part of a house 
occupied as a separate dwelling, and separately rated to 
the relief of the poor’) within the borough,” “and has 
durirg the time, &c., been rated to all rates for the relief 
of the poor (and this includes a borough or county rate 
levied as a separate rate, and not paid out of the poor- 
rate)’’ and has, on or before the 20th July, paid all rates 
to the 5th January. 

The next clause gives the borough franchise to every 
man who, “as a lodger, has occupied in the same borough, 
separately and as sole tenant, for the twelve months 
preceding the last day of July, the same lodgings ; such 
lodgings being part of one and the same dwelling house, 
and of a clear yearly value, if let unfurnished, of £10 
or upwards ;”” and who “has resided in such lodgings ” 
during the twelve months in question, and claimed to be 
registered at the next registration. 

The county franchise comes next, and is bestowed 
upon any man “seized at law or in equity of any lands, 
&e., of freehold, copyhold, or any other tenure for life, or 
lives, or any larger estate of the clear yearly value of 
£5 over and above rates and charges,” or “ who is en- 
titled, either as lessee or assignee, to any lands, Xc., for 
the unexpired residue of any term originally created for 
not less than sixty years of the clear yearly value of 
£5, &e.”’ 

The same franchise is given to every man, “ who en 
the last day of July is, and has during the twelve 
months preceding been the occupier, as owner or tenant, 
of lands or tenements within the county of the rateable 
value of £12;” and has been rated ; and has, on or be- 
fore the 20th July, paid all rates to the 5th January. 








that a conspirator is liable for the acts of all members of 


Then follows the famous clause that-kills the compound 
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householder; and (passing over clauses of only temporary 
interest) Lord Cairns’ clause comes next, whereby in 
three membered constituencies no one shall vote for 
more than two, or in London for more than three can- 
didates. 


Sections 10 to 14 (according to the original number- 
ing) do execution upon the four guilty boroughs. 

Part 2 then embodies the redistribution scheme with 
which every one is now familiar, and its wording is 
such that no question can well arise upon it. 

Part 3 commences with supplemental provisions. 
The first section provides that the occupation of 
“ different premises in immediate succession by any 
person as owner or tenant” shall, “except as 
otherwise provided,” have the same effect “as a 
continued occupation of the same premises.” Look- 
ing at the wording of the several enfranchising clauses, 
it is not difficult to foresee work for the revising 
barristers in this clause. This is followed by a section 
allowing joint occupation in counties to qualify in re- 
spect of the same premises, subject to certain restric- 
tions. Notice to occupiers of rates in arrear, and the 
keeping of a list of arrears is next provided for. 

The next series of clauses, headed “ Registration of 
Voters,” directs the mode of registration of occupation 
voters in counties and lodger voters in boroughs. These are 
followed by a batch of 8 sections headed “ Places for elec- 
tion and polling places,” which requireno particular notice. 
And the “ University of London ” is the heading of the 
following six sections, which establish a system of voting 
substantially the same as in the older universities. But, 
oddly enough, the 6th of the clauses under this title is a 
clause which extends the limit of residence for electors 
of the city of London from within seven to within 
twenty miles of the city. 

The remaining clauses of the Act fall under the 
heading “Miscellaneous,” and are mostly either tem- 
porary or mere matters of detail. The most important 
from a political point of view is the general saving 
clause (51 of the original numbering) which preserves 
all existing franchises, 

There are some clauses, however, scattered about the 
Act, in addition to those we have referred to, which 
are of much interest to others besides politicians. Three 
clauses relate to the purity of elections. Clause 9 
(of the old numbering) enacts that no “elector who, 
within six months before or during any election shall 
have been employed for all or any of the purposes of 
the election, for reward, by or on behalf of any candi- 
date, as agent, canvasser, clerk, messenger, or in other 
like employment, shall be entitled to vote, or if he shall 
so vote, shall be guilty of a misdemeanour.” This, no 
doubt, is good as far it goes. Clause 33 “enacts 
that it shall not be lawful for any candidate, or 
any person on his behalf, at any election for any 
borough (except five boroughs specified) to pay any 
money on account of the conveyance of any voter to the 
poll;”’ and any “such payment shall be deemed to be an 
illegal payment within the meaning of the Corrupt 
Practices Prevention Act, 1854.’ This, again, is good 
as far as it goes. The third provision on this subject 
is in clause 46 (still the old numbering) whereby “ any 
person corruptly paying any rate on behalf of any rate- 
payer, for the purpose of enabiing him to be registered 
as a voter, thereby to influence his vote at any future 
election; and any candidate or other person paying any 
rate on behalf of any voter for the purpose of inducing 
him to vote or refrain from voting, shall be guilty of 
bribery, &c.” This is a wonderful section. Observe the 
delicate distinction between “any person” in the first 
clause, and “any candidate or other person” in the 
second. But the main beauty of the section lies in the 
use of that mystic word “corruptly.” To buy the vote 
of a ratepayer already on the register at the price of his 
rate is bribery. To buy the vote of one not yet registered 
at the same price is only bribery, if done “ corruptly,” 
whatever that may mean, Of course this is a patch-work 





= 
clause; the word “corruptly” is only used to cover jp. 
decision of purpose, and save the labour of forming ang 
expressing any definite intention. 

Another section, of some constutional interest, is ong 
added in the Lords, which provides that Parliament shal) 
not for the future be determined by any demise of the 
Crown, 

Lastly, another clause enacts, with regard to a number 
of offices, the acceptance of which now vacates the seat 
of the acceptor, but does not disqualify him for re-ele. 
tion—that, for the future, the mere transfer of 

from one of these offices to another shall not 
vacate his seat. 


OUR JUDICIAL SYSTEM.—No. II. 

We have in our previous notices on this subject de. 
scribed the arrangement which we propose to substitute 
for the present working system in courts of equity, and 
shown that no extra tax upon either the judges or the 
country would be necessary in order to carry it into 
effect. 

The advantages of this scheme seem to us fourfold, 

1st. The business would be more satisfactorily done, 
The continuous attendance of judges in chambers would 
enable them to transact much business there which 
is now adjourned into Court at great expense and some 
delay; and to hear}themselves many applications which 
now are not brought before them simply because the 
parties (or their solicitors) do not choose to incur the 
delay and expense of doing so, and would rather accept. 
such judgment as they can get at once at the hands of 
the Chief Clerk. 

2nd. The judges would, with less labour, get through 
a larger amount of work. So far as regards the chamber 
business this is evident, because, instead of being obliged, 
as now, to adjourn to chambers after a long day in court, 
there to force themselves through the cases brought 
before them with such energy as they may have left, 
they would be able to devote the entire day uninter- 
ruptedly to this work, with all the advantage which 
necessarily follows from undivided attention. But the 
conduct of business in court would be similarly improved 
and facilitated; not only would the great loss of time s0 
often caused by the early rising of the judge to go to 
chambers be saved, but the great waste of repeated hear- 
ings of the same question would be in a great measure 
done away with. The cause lists being cleared of all or 
most of the heavy matters (which would be transferred 
to the full court list) the hearing of the remainder would 
come on more rapidly, and the judges would find it com- 
paratively easy to prevent arrears, while the presence of 
the other judges at the hearing of all the questions of 
difficulty and importance which would come before them 
in the full court would lighten the pressure, without re- 
moving the sense, of responsibility. 

8rd. The suitors would have greater confidence in 
the Court. At present, as we have already observed, it 
hardly ever happens that the defeated party in a case of 
any importance is content to abide by the decision, and 
the result is that appeals are almost as frequent as im- 
portant causes, not merely where there has been ap- 
parently or presumably a miscarriage of justice, but in 
very many cases upon the simple chance that another 
judicial mind may be induced to take a different view of 
a debatable question; and the pernicious working of this 
arrangement is peculiarly shown in that most absurd of 
solemn farces, an appeal from a vice-chancellor to & 
single judge, as to which we have already expressed our 
opinion at large. No one conversant with the actual 
working of chancery practice can fail to recollect how 
often the question is anxiously debated on behalf of an 
inte.ding appellant, “whether it would be advisable to 
try to get before the Chancellor?” in other words, 
whether the point was one involving that sort of loose 
discretion which made it more likely that a single 
judge of appeal would differ from the court below than 
that two would concur in doing s0; nay, we have known 
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at least one instance in which an appeal which had been 
undertaken with great hope of success was abandoned 
simply in consequence of a change in the custody of the 


seal. 

<<" the proposed system there would be nothing of 
this ; every man who desired it would be sure of having 
his case sifted in the first instance by three judicial 
minds, and no one could feel that he had been unduly 

judiced, as 80 many now, rightly or wrongly, believe 
themselves to be, by the idiosyncracy — may we say the 
crotchets ?—of any particular judge. 

4th. There would be a great saving of*expense. This 
a from what we have already said as regards the 
diminution of appeals, both to the judge from chambers, 
and from the judge to the court of appeal. When all 
important questions in chambers are practically as well 
theoretically heard by the judge in the first instance, 
and all causes are heard, once for all, by the Full Court 
or a single judge, as the parties choose, there cannot 
but be an enormous saving, both of expense and of time. 

What we have said respecting the proposed change in 
the courts of equity will enable us to deal very shortly 
with the corresponding scheme for the improvement of 
the constitution of the courts of common law. 

It will be recollected that we proposed to add one to 
the already existing staff of common law judges, thus 
making up the number to sixteen. This judge may be 
named as a judge of any of the common law courts (say 
the Queen’s Bench) but, as will be seen, we propose that 
the connection between the judges and the courts to 
which they are respectively named shall (except as 
regards the chiefs) be merely nominal. 

We propose to follow here the same course already 
suggested for the improvement of our equity system (a 
course partially in operation in Ireland, where the ex- 
periment, so far as it has gone, has been decidedly success- 
ful), and to form, in effect, a consolidated Court of 
Common Law. 

We think, however, that it will be better in point of 
form to retain the old names of the Courts, and we do not— 
at present at least—propose to interfere with the exclusive 
jurisdiction of the Queen’s Bench and Exchequer in certain 
classes of suits to which the Crown isa party. We propose 
that every ordinary civil action should still, as now, be 
entered in some court, and that, so far as questions of form 
are concerned, all the proceedings should remain exactly 
as they are at present, but that every judge (except the 
three chiefs) should, in point of jurisdiction, be a judge of 
every court. We propose then that a proper number 
(say 3) of such judges should sit in rotation at cham- 
bers to dispose of summonses, and that such judges 
should, as in the case of the equity judges, sit con- 
tinuously all day, thus avoiding the necessity of breaking 
up the sittings of the Courts in Banco for chamber pur- 
poses. We propose that the courts should sit in Banco, 
not merely in term, but so often as might be thought 
necessary, and that a Court in Banco should consist of 
the Chief Justice (or Baron), and any two puisne judges who 
might be available for the purpose, but that not more 
than two courts should sit in banco on anyone day. This 
would leave eight judges (including one chief) available for 
Nisi Prius trials, and we propose that six Nisi Prius courts 
should ordinarily sit daily in London, and two in such 
places in the country as might be thought advisable. In 
order not to impose undue expence upon the judges by con- 
stant change of residence, we propose that the judges 
sitting in the country should change every summer assizes, 
and that proper residences should be provided for them hy 
the counties or towns thus benefited. One of those 
judges should obviously be stationed at Liverpool; for 
the other place there may possibly be a plurality of candi- 
<- it is not necessary for our purposes to spe- 

We further propose entirely to abolish the double ap- 
peal now existing, and to provide that no decision of the 
Court of Exchequer Chamber on any appeal from a rule 
or order of any court in banco shall be carried by writ of 





error or otherwise to the House of Lords, but that any 
party may appeal from any such rule or order direct to 
their Lordships, should he prefer to do so. 

The practice in the case of bills of exception may, 
we think, be left conveniently as it is; but all writs of 
error to vacate a judgment should he brought in the first 
instance in the House of Lords, but the Appeal Com- 
mittee of that House should have the power, with the 
consent of the parties, to refer the question to the Court 
of Exchequer Chamber, whose decision should thereupon 
be final. 

The Court of Exchequer Chamber we propose to con- 
stitute of the three chiefs and any three other judges, 
and to provide that it should not sit on the same day as 
any court in banco, and that not more than two of the 
six judges composing it should have been judges com- 
posing the court from which the appeal is brought. As 
we anticipate that comparatively few cases will be 
brought before it, we do not think that this arrangement 
will produce any practical difficulty. 

We need not recapitulate the advantages we anticipate 
from.this scheme; all the benefits already pointed out as 
the results of the proposed changes in equity may be ex- 
pected here, and in addition sufficient provision will be 
made to prevent that terrible accumulation of causes in 
certain places on circuit which at present produces such 
over-work to the judges, and such waste of time and 
money to the community. It will have this further ad- 
vantage, that it will pave the way for that consolidation 
of the courts in England and Ireland which we have so 
often advocated. The principal opponents of this change 
would doubtless be the Irish judges, who at present, as 
one of them has stated, have about the most enviable 
positions which the Crown can bestow—just enough work 
to provide occupation without entailing labour, an honour- 
able position, and easy circumstances—and who would 
most probably object to the under-paid and over- 
worked lot of an English judge of Common Law. 
But as eight judges (in two courts) could easily do all 
the work there is for them to do in Ireland, except the 
circuits, it might (if necessary) be made a condition upon 
all new appointments that the judges appointed should 
consent to any change which might thereafter be 
thought desirable in this respect. 

Were this change carried into effect, we have already, 
on more than one occasion, shown what an abun- 
dance, even superfluity, of judicial power would be 
thus supplied. But no possible increase of judges 
sitting in London, and merely going at stated periods 
on hurried rounds, can supply the want of constant 
judicial action in our large centres of commerce; and any 
attempt to botch up an existing system by merely in- 
creasing the number of judges (or even of courts) will, 
we are convinced, eventuate in certain and expensive 
disappointment. 





THE INCLOSURE OF COMMONS.—IL. 


The Statute of Merton, 20 Hen. 3, c. 4, commences 
thus:—“ As also because many great men in England 
(who have enfeoffed knights and those who hold of them 
in free tenure of small tenements in their great manors) 
have complained that they cannot make their profit of 
the residue of their manors, as of wastes, woods, and 
pastures, although the same feoffees have sufficient pas- 
tures, as much as belongeth to their tenements, it is 
provided and granted,” in substance, that the lords may 
approve against these freeholders, provided they leave 
as much pasture as sufficeth for their tenements, with 
free ingress and egress to and from the same. This 
statute only applies as between the lord and his tenants, 
but the subsequent Statute of Westminster the 2nd, 13 
Edw. 1, st. 1, after reciting that in the Statute of Merton no 
mention wasmadeof approvement between neighboursand 
neighbours, extends the power of the lord to approve and 
against strangers living out of the manor, and further 
authorizes him to erect certain buildings on the waste— 
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wind-mills, sheep-cotes, &c.—being enumerated by way | 
of example. The object of these statutes was to enable | 
the lord to resume gifts which had ceased to be of any , 
value to the recipients, and to resume them for the pur- | 
poses of cultivation; and so far the enactments may 
have been intended in their result to secure the public 
good by increasing the supplies of food and the means 
of employment; though it may be true, as Mr. Hocking 
observes in his essay, that the lords who had been im- 
poverished by the extravagance engendered by the 
erusades obtained these powers from a legislature com- 
posed of great landowners, for the purpose of mending 
their broken fortunes. Lord Coke lays it down (2 Inst. 
474) that the Statute of Merton was merely in affirm- 
ance of the common law, and the common law may for 
good reasons have been subsequently assumed to be in 
accordance with the statute; but that it really was so 
has been disputed, and at any rate great discontent was 
caused by the inclosures which were made under the 
Act, which seems to argue that, if any such common- 
law right previously existed, it could scarcely have been 
capable of enforcement. It will be observed, however, 
that the lord can only inclose under the Statute of 
Merton against common of pasture, so that where there 
are rights to estovers, common of turbary, &c., no inclo- 
sure can be made which infringes upon them; and 
further, no inclosure can be made in this way to the pre- 
judice of the copyholders, nor can the lord avail himself 
of the statute without showing—for the onus is on him 
—that sufficient pasturage is left for all persons having 
rights of common of pasture, and that they have free 
ingress and egress to and from their tenements, and this 
we apprehend he can seldom do; nor, again, can he 
approve under the statute against a right of common of 
pasture in gross. It is clear, therefore, that the difficul- 


ties in the way of a legal inclosure under the Statute of 
Merton are almost insuperable, and the natural conse- 
quence was that the statute itself had almost become a 
dead letter. But rights of common, particularly near 
large towns, have of late become of small pecuniary 


value; many have been suffered to fall into disuse; and, 
with regard to others, their possessors were too poor or 
too indifferent to be likely to resist a wealthy and 
powerful lord of the manor, whose object it was to de- 
stroy them; add to which that the legal rights of the 
commoners were ill-defined and involved in obscurity. 
The consequence has been that the old Statute of Merton 
has been disinterred, and many a lord has made illegal 
inclosures under the pretence, perhaps under the belief, 
that he was approving under its authority, and has done 
s0 with a well-grounded feeling of security, based on the 
fact that there was no one sufficiently interested or 
sufficiently powerful to resist him. Happily, after these 
aggressions had been for some time turned against 
suburban commons, they called forth a powerful oppo- 
sition, which has borne fruit in the beneficial legislation 
of last year, to which we shall advert presently. 

Our next subject for consideration is the policy of 
what are known as the Inclosure Acts. Mr. Maidlow, 
whose essay obtained the first of Mr. Peek’s prizes, tells 
us that as many as between 1,600 and 1,700 of these 
private enclosure Acts were passed before the close of 
the last century. But the expense and delay incurred 
in obtaining them was very great, and, with a view to 
mitigate these evils, an Act was passed in’1801 (41 Geo. 3, 
c. 109), “ to consolidate in one Act certain provisions 
usually inserted in inclosure Acts,” and between that 
Act and the passing of the General Inclosure Act in 1845 
(8 & 9 Vict. c. 118) about 2,000 more of these private 
Acts were passed. During much of this perion of legis- 
lation England was engaged in warfare on a gigantic 
scale, the price of corn rose to an unprecedented height, 
and foreign supplies were very limited and uncertain. 





The object, therefore, which the Legislature had in view, 
and which is clearly expressed, was to promote, not the 
interests of the Lords, but the welfare of the nation at 
large, by increasing the area from which our home 


supplies could be drawn, by providing employment for 
labourers and thereby diminishing pauperism and dig. 
content, and by encouraging the growth of timber for 
the use of the navy. But even after 41 Geo. 3, ¢. 109 

there was great delay and vexation connected with. the 
obtaining of these private Acts; the commissioners 
selected by the parties acted as partisans, and protracted 
the proceedings ; and often when an award was at last 
obtained it was invalid because not signed by some one 
of the commissioners, who had died in the interim, 

These evils were pointed out in a report of a committes 
of the House of Commons in 1844, and upon their recom. 
mendations was based the General Inclosure Act of 1845 
(8 & 9 Vict.c, 118). This Act established “ the Inclosure 
Commissioners for England and Wales,” and provided 
that the expediency of every inclosure and the method 
of carrying it out should be brought under the con 

sideration of this body. It also prohibited inclosure. 
within fifteen miles of London, or near certain large towns 
without the sanction of Parliament, thus implying that 
the inhabitants of London and other large towns had at 
least some rights in commons which could be properly 
recognised by the legislature. By the subsequent Act, 
15 & 16 Vict. c. 79, parliamentary consent is required for 
any inclosure under the Act of 1845. The other pro- 
visions of the General Inclosure Act, to which we would 
draw attention are the 15th section, by which all village 
greens are exempted from inclosure, and the 30th section 
which empowers the Commissioners to require, as a con- 
dition of the Inclosure asked for, that an allotment 
should be appropriated for the exercise and recreation of 

the inhabitants “of the neighbourhood,” the extent of 
such allotment to be proportioned to the number of the 
inhabitants of the parish on a certain scale ; and there 
is also a provision (section 31) for allotments to the 
poor. Here we have a distinct legislative sanction for 
what some lords of manors would call a confiscation of 
their property for the benefit of the public. The lord 
too could not obtain an inclosure at all under the Act 
unless a large majority of the commoners, as well as the 
commissioners, assented ; which amounts to the same 
thing as saying he could not get an Inclosure Act unless 
it were for the public good. Parliament could of course 
refuse to grant it altogether, for as is said by Mr. Joshua 

Williams, “nothing can be clearer both upon the prin- 

ciple and by the usage of Parliament than this, that the 
interest of the public at large is a sufficient ground for 
denying to any person the assistance of a private Act.” 

The power to require an allotment for exercise and 
recreation has no doubt been very beneficial, but, as the 
utmost amount of land that can be allotted in this way 
is ten acres, it is obvious that this provision would fall 
far short of the requirements of such places as London 
and Manchester. Parliament has, however, in one case, 
that of Chigwell Common, refused to allow the proposed 
inclosure unless fifty acres were so allotted, and the 
same discretion might well be exercised in other cases. 
According to the opinion and practice of the Inclosures 
Commissioners the lords rights are in general sufficiently 
provided for by allotting to him one twelfth or one fif- 
teenth of the Land Inclosed, an amount quite out of 
proportion to the claims now made on his behalf. The re 
sult, therefore, is that the Inclosure Acts of modern times 
do not look at the question from the Lords’ point of view, 
but in the general interests of the public. 

The important Act of last session, 29 & 80 Vict. c. 122, 
remains to be noticed. It is founded on the two reports 
of the Open Space Committee of 1865, and extends only 
to commons within the Metropolitan. Police district, iz. 
within a radius of fifteen miles of Charing-cross; 
as to these commons, it provides that for the future 20 
application to inclose them shall be entertained by the 
Inclosure Commissioners. Its other provisions are per 
missive only. Instead of the old way of inclosing under 
the Act of 1845 it substitutes the following method of 
preserving the common. On memorial by the lord of the 
manor, or by any commoners, or by the local authority, 
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which is defined to be the Metropolitan Board of Works, 
the local board of the district, or the vestry of the 
‘parish, according to the situation of the locus in quo,a 
scheme is to be drawn up by the commissioners “ for the 
establishment of local management, with a view to the 
diture of money on the drainage, levelling and 
improvement of a metropolitan common, and to the 
making of bye-laws and regulations for the prevention 
of nuisances, and the preservation of order thereon.” 
This scheme, when finally settled, and, if necessary re- 
ferred to an assistant commissioner, who is to sit in the 
neighbourhood of the common and receive evidence, ob- 
jections, and suggestions, is to be laid before Parliament 
for approval by an Act, and, if opposed, may be referred 
to a select committee. Due compensation is to be given 
to all persons whose private rights would be injuriously 
‘affected by the measure, and these and other expenses, 
in default of being defrayed by the memorialists, are to 
be met by local rates, with the consent of the local autho- 
rity, and the Metropolitan Board of Works has 
power to contribute out of their rates, although they 
may not be the local authority in the particular case. 
On a similar principle the expense of improving the 
Bois de Boulogne was, we believe, shared between the 
‘government and the municipality of Paris; and our own 
Primrose-hill was bought up out of the revenues of 
Woods and Forests. Whether much advantage will be 
taken of this Act remains tobe seen. The memorialists 
would no doubt run a risk of incurring considerable ex- 
penditure, and this may act as a deterrent upon those 
who wish to originate such schemes. In the neighbour- 
hood of London, however, there is no want of public 
spirited individuals, as witness Mr. Peek, and if such men 
will head the movement we doubt not that numbers 
will be found to enlist under them. When the bill was 
passing through committee it was proposed to extend it 
to commons within , specified distances of other large 
towns, besides the metropolis. The suggestion, for some 
‘reason or other, was not adopted, but when Parliament 
next turns its attention to commons, we trust it will be 
again considered. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 
EQUITY. 

LAND LIABLE TO DEBTS.—ACKNOWLEDGMENT OR PART- 
PAYMENT BY EXECUTORS NOT BINDING ON DEVISEES. 
Coope v. Creswell, L. C., 15 W. R. 242. 

We believe that the decision of the Vice-Chancellor 
Kindersley in this case caused some alarm to owners and 
purchasers of landed property, as well as surprise to 
conveyancers, The facts were shortly these. A testator, 
who died in 1823, devised estates X. to his executors in 
trust for payment of debts, and estates Y., subject to a 
life estate, to trustees in fee upon trust for A. for life, 
with remainders over. The executors down to 1849 paid 
interest on a debt due under a covenant made by the 
testator. It appeared that the personalty and estates X. 
became exhausted, and, on the life estate in Y. deter- 
mining in 1860, the persons entitled to the benefit of the 
covenant sought to enforce their charge on estates Y., by 
Virtue of the statute 3 W.& M.c. 14. It was held that 
they were entitled todo so, the payment by the executors 
being sufficient to prevent the operation of the Statute of 
Limitations, and that certain mortgagees of A.’s life 
interest, taking an equity only, were not protected. We 
shall not dwell on the inconvenience and frequent in- 


justice which would result from such a state of the law, | 


because the decision has been reversed on both those 
points by the higher Court. 

By 11 Geo. 4, & 1 Will. 4, c. 73, the statute under which 
estates devised by persons dying after the date of the Act 
are subject to specialty debts, and which, for our present 
purpose, may be taken as a re-enactment of the Act of 


William and Mary, an action is given to such creditors | 


against the heir and devisee jointly, with a proviso that, 
if the heir or devisee has sold or aliened the lands bona 
fide before action brought, the remedy shall be against 
him personally. It is evident, at a glance, that the 
framer of the statute did not look beyond the case of a 
sole devisee of all the interest of a testator having a legal 
as well as equitable estate ; but it would be so unfair and 
unreasonable to confine the operation of the statute to 
this comparatively infrequent case, that, much as we 
advocate a strict interpretation of statute law, we can 
hardly blame the Lord Chancellor for his arbitrary inter- 
pretation, that a remedy is given by it against devisees, 
whether legal or equitable, to the extent of the whole 
interest the testator had power to dispose of, but that an 
alience for value of any portion of such beneficial interest 
will be protected. 

The difficulty on the other point we have referred to 
arises from a similar piece of carelessness or limited 
vision on the part of the framer of the Statute of 
Limitations, 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27, under which no action 
on a specialty debt can be brought more than twenty 
years after the cause of action. By section 5 the person 
entitled to such action may, however, bring his action 
within twenty years after acknowledgment or part-pay- 
ment by the party liable, or in case the party making 
such acknowledgment be at the time of making the same 
beyond seas, then within twenty years from his return. 
This is intelligible enough if there is a sole obligor 
living, and 19 & 20 Vict. c. 97, s. 11, removes the diffi- 
culty in the case of several co-obligors, but the latter 
statute may be inapplicable to the case of a single obligor 
being dead, leaving his executor and his devisees, perhaps 
as tenant for life and remainderman, all liable. Will 
acknowledgment or part-payment by one keep alive the 
debt against the rest? Lord Oranworth, in Roddam v. 
Morley, 1 D. & J. 1, 5 W. R. 510, after a careful exami- 
nation of the statute, in which he was assisted by two 
common law judges, Justices Williams and Crowder, held 
that it would. In Dickinson v. Teesdale, 1D. J. & 8. 52, 
Lord Westbury, and in the present case Lord Chelmsford, 
have decided otherwise, for, although the circumstances 
differed, the first case seems to us distinctly opposed to 
the two latter. We shall not discuss the question to 
which of the two constructions the words of the statute, 
which were never intended for either, can be most easily 
accommodated, and only say that Lord Cranworth’s judg- 
ment seems to us the more able, Lord Chelmsford’s in 
parts very illogical, but doubtless more convenient. In 
the latter it is suggested that if the debt were a charge 
upon the land, in which case 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27, s. 40, 
containing a similar defect, applies, Roddam v. Morley 
might be an authority, and part-payment by a tenant for 
life be held binding on a remainderman. It might be 
so decided, but not, we think, upon any reasoning to be 
found there which would not appiy equally to the present 
case. 


Whieldon v. McCarogher, M.R., 15 W. R. 296; 
3 L. R. Eq. 236. 

Lord Romilly, in this case, expressed a very evident 
disapprobation of the decision in Coventry v. Chichester, 
12 W. R. 664, which, as we have seen, he was able after- 
wards to overrule as a member of a higher tribunal. We 
must confess that, without at all disparaging his Lord- 
ship’s merits as an equity judge, it cannot be satisfactory, 





| essential for a member of the Supreme Court. 


either to his colleagues or the public, that he should fill 
this double capacity, which must make it very difficult 
for him to exercise that impartiality which is, above all, 
The 
awkwardness of the situation is also apparent in this 
way:— Whieldon v. McCarogher is under appeal; but 


: Lord Romilly having, in Coventry v. Chichester, distinctly 


re-asserted the principle of his decision, the Lords 
Justices, by overruling it, would be, to a certain extent, 
setting themselves in opposition to an expressed opinion 
of the House of Lords. 

The question here was—Whether a bequest, under 
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which a son became entitled to one-fifth of his father’s 
i estate, was a satisfaction of a covenant by the 
father in the son’s m settlement to settle one-fifth 
of his property, after payment of debts and some pecu- 
niary charges, on trust for the son for life, or until bank- 
ruptey or alienation, then to the wife for life, then for 
the children, with an ultimate trast for the son’s next of 
kin ? The Master of the Rolls held that it was not, con- 
sidering the covenant to create a debt which must be 
satisfied before the residue was and also on 
the ground explained by him at length in Chichester v. 
Coventry, that a provision by will for one person or 
set of persons cannot operate as a satisfaction of a 
covenant in favour of another person or set of persons, 
and that the decision appealed against in that case, 
under which the covenant was to be performed out 
of the share of residue, was an entirely erroneous applica- 
tion of the doctrine of satisfaction, which involved the 
substitution of one provision for another. This seems 
reasonable, whether consistent with the authorities or not, 
but we find some difficulty in accepting the conclusion 
his lordship afterwards came to that the son was never- 
theless bound to elect between his share of the residue 
under the will subject to the covenant, and his life in- 
terest under the covenant. The case was one of satisfac- 
tion of a portion, or it was not, and if from the nature 
of the provision by the first instrument the presumption 
did not arise, we cannot see how that provision could be 
separated into its component parts (the whole being 
clearly in the nature of a portion) ,and an intention found 
to satisfy one of them, viz., the son’s life interest, so as 
to raise a case of election against him. Besides, one of 
the circumstances from which Lord Romilly thought his 
own rule of pro tanto, or partial satisfaction, inapplicable 
to Lady Chichester’s interest, the direction for payment of 
debts, was not only present in Whieldon v. McCarogher, 
but relied on in an earlier part of the judgment. On the 
whole we think the new rule not only an illogical deduc- 
tion from the doctrine of satisfaction, but if upheld likely 
to invelve the disadvantages without the corresponding 
advantages of that general doctrine. 


ErFEct OF DIvoRcE ON WIFE'S REVERSIONARY 
PROPERTY. 
Wilkinson v. Gibson, V.C.W., 15 W. BR. 983; 4 L. R. Eq. 
162. 
The contention on the part of the husband in this 
case was so opposed to all equitable and reasonable consi- 


unconditionally) and on the absence 
of any provisions in the Divorce Acts about the wife's 
property. The argument for him being that marriage 


was per se 





also follow—that she would then become more inden 


marriage 

ceased. The fact is, that anyone attempting to apply 
the above case the rule that a husband surviving the 
determination of the coverture is entitled to his 


choses in action, which depended on the old state q 


the law, when the ooverture was 


only determin, 
able by death, and interpreting it without regan) 


the different circumstances, would be exem 


maxim—“ gui heret in literd heret in cortice,” and | 


would render the recent Divorce Act an entin 

failure. But, properly interpreted, the rule is still a 

one; for where there is a binding decree for a 

of marriage, the husband cannot, as such, 

wife. The status of both changes at the same 

and the case to which a divorce is precisely 

that of husband and wife dying together, when the wits; 
tatives would, we clearly 


represen presume, 
titled to her chattels and choses in action not red 
possession. 


may consult this case in the Law Reports, by 

that the fund of £100 referred to at the end of the judg. 
ment, was the share paid into court in February, 1866, 
and that the account was entitled —*“ The fund to answer 


was not ordered to pay all the costs of his apparently 
most unfounded petition. 





A Treatise on the Law of Mines and Minerals, By 
1taM Batnsripce, F.G.S., of the Inner ~~ Bar. 
rister-at-Law. London: Butterworths. Third Edi 
When a law book has reached its third edition it becoma 

certain that the work is one which has proved servicesbh 

to the profession, otherwise it could never have commanded 
so extensive a sale. A new edition of Mr. Bainbridge’s work 
had become a desideratwm, more than ten years having 
elapsed since the publication of the second edition. Th 

new edition prvedl sor is increased by upwards of 10 

pages, which embody the additional case-references ani 

other matter which the progress of case and statute law have 
necessitated. 
Law books may be roughly divided into two distinct 


classes, —books of instruction for the student, and books for | 


the guidance of the itioner in his daily practice. To com- 


bine the two is both difficult and dangerous. pinged 


in books written for instruction, there is scope for 


constructive ability in the author than in books a 


practice. Many works of the latter order, which haw 
achieved very 
every barrister’s c 


and we may add that such a string of head notes relating 
to a particular subject, if well subdivided into chapter 
and well strung together, and if furnished with « 
index (the last requisite is imperatively indispensable) is 
most useful assistant to have at one’s elbow. : 

Mr. Bainbridge’s work is essentially a book of practice, 
although interspersed with a large amount of information f 
an antiquarian character, some of which is very & 
teresting. It contains, so far as we have been 3 
to examine, all the cases ing upon the subject, 
arranged very fairly and creditably, and the index, ups 
which the value of the work mainly depends, is, we a 
pleased to see, a sati ry performanee. 

As regards subject-matter the book is very comprehensive, 
and dives into almost every collateral subject which # prac 
titioner, in an endeavour to arrive at a conclusion in ay 
manner connected with mines, could ibly come across 
This necessarily makes the book rather bulky, and perbsj 
renders it rather more difficult to trace, through its rm 
cations, the particular branch of the subject upon which a8 
inquirer may ha to be engaged, but it certainly adds s 
completeness to the work as a book of reference. 

It is no dispraise to say that the work before us displage 
no great constructive power, because as we have said, @ 





sales, and are to be found in almost 
bers and every solicitor’s office, com — 
sist of very little more than a mere string of head note, — 
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of ice may lack evidence Mtr snd yet be. » very 
eful book. Mr. painleice ’s pork Ms ond doubt, very 
carefully a capes compiled, and in our opinion 
the pr alt mn will li pn serviceable to the 
n. In addition to its value as a book of reference, 
work comprises some seven 


pages of useful conveyanc- 
and other precedents, and local mining regulations, 
also a glossary of mining terms which, we need not 
say, are likely to prove handy. 


The Western Jurist, a Law Magazine, designed to meet the 

Requirements of the Legal Profession in the West. 

This is a new quarterly American law magazine, which, so 
faras we can judge from its opening numbers, promises well. 
It contains some ably-written es articles, and is quite up 
to the high standard of American law magazine writing. 


The American Law Register. Philadelphia. 

The American legal and magazines are, as a rule, 
written with pote ability. The American Law Register 
is'no exception tothis rule. We are frequently indebted 
to our Transatlantic brethren for accurate and valuable ac- 
counts of American cases, and can testify to the careful and 
able manner in which the editors of American serials present 
them to their readers, The current number of The American 
Law Register contains the case of Lanborn v. Herring 
(which we abridged for our own readers some little time ago) 
with a very long valuable note. 


The Broadway. London and New York. No. I. Sep- 
tember. 


An earl of this new magazine, of which the public 
have heard aoe has been forwarded for our notice. It 
was generally understood, when the scheme for this new 
monthly was first announced to the public, that ‘The 
Broadway " was to be a sort of literary colossus, with one 
foot in London and the other in New York, the matter 
being furnished in about equal proportions by British and 
American contributors. Upon the cover of the magazine 
(which, by the way, is not very pretty), the Union 
Jack has a decided pull over the Stars and Stripes, and 
when we look inside the cover a considerable majority of 
my contributions are of bie oe. Mei a to 4 
little disappointment on looki rough the pages of thi 
Tonsheratled and much-vaunted stranger. Taken as a 
whole, the ‘‘ The Broadway ” may be described as a spouier 
of “London Scciety,” without the engravings of large- 
eyed young ladies, and with a still stronger flavour of the 
Arundel Club. The author of ‘‘ Guy Livingstone” com- 
mences on the first page with the opening chapter of a 
medigval romance, which promises the sensational sen- 
suality of that work without its vigour, and in which the 
author, in order to sustain his medisval character, has 

i set himself to write in a strange language, 
inter with . ‘a es” — ‘of a suretys” — 
“‘broad lands ’—‘“‘ wittols,” while his dramatis persone 
converse in a dialect, if anager more dramatically medieval 
than hisown, Mr. Bellew contributes an antiquarian ar- 
ticle on Holland House, which has interest for irae of 
an antiquarian turn, and will probably be read by others 
because it is written by so well-known an individual. The 
most entertaining contribution is a paper by Mr. 
Hollingshead on dramatic criticism ; but here we regret 
that the writer has not respected the old maxim: de mortius 
nil Prog bonwm. 

whole we cannot bestow much praise upon ‘‘ The 
Broadway,” but when we consider its price, only sixpence, 
bo? as bent it is alg meee, = indeed it bse 
e e an hour pleasantly in a railwa: an 
that is about all, . : passa 





COURTS. 


: HOUSE OF LORDS. 
» 12.—The Conimittee of Appeals sat to-day, Lerd 
GQt““una os oe 


and Another, Appellants, v. Attorney-General and 

Mars, .—This ai from her Majesty’s Court 
or Divorce and Matrimonal Causes eame before the House of 
Lords for ar on Monday, the 5th of August, when 
Sir R. P. Collier, on behalf of the appellants, ogee to 
8° into the question whether certain documents had not 





been tampered with, but their Lordships decided that the 
cage must be gone into as it came to them originally from 
the Court of Probate, and that at present they could not 
enter into the argument of the learned counsel on the par- 
ticular point which he now proposed to argue. Sir R. P. 
Collier then stated to their Lordships that at present he was 
only instructed on this particular point ; and it was ordered 
that the further hearing of the cause should be adjourned 
to the first day appointed for hearing appeals in the next 
session of Parliament, the appellants then to one ly 
counsel, and not in person, it being contrary to the rule 
of the house, when counsel has once opened a case, to hear 
the parties themselves. The ap ts were ordered to 

the costs of the day, and in the event of such costs not 
being paid within a week the appeal to be dismissed with 


costs. 

The appellants subsequently presented the following peti- 
tion, w Ih was pm og the appeal committee, coos 
which came before the committee yesterday :—The 
petition ‘of the appellants, praying that they, or one of 
them, may be permitted to conduct the hearing of the 
said appeals this session in person, or that they may not be 

uded from so conducting them next session, should 
they be pecuniarily or otherwise debarred from employing 
counsel; and that the order of Monday last may be re- 
scinded or varied ; and that if the hearing of the rye 
be postponed, the appellants and their solicitors and 
fessor W. A. Miller and Dr. Hugo Muller may be allowed, 
during the recess of Parliament, to inspect the ‘‘ Copy 
Letters,” and certain pages of the ledger in the custody of 
the Clerk of the Parliaments; also, that the agents for 
the respondents cited may produce certain letters for 
the inspection of the appellants and their solicitors, and 
also that the appellants may have leave to lodge further ex- 
tracts from shorthand-writers’ notes taken at the hearing of 
the cause in the court below. 

The appeal committee yesterday decided that the appel- 
lants should not be called upon to pay the Attorney- 
General’s costs, the Attorney-Geperal only watching on 
behalf of the Crown, but that the costs of the ‘‘ Patricks ” 
must be paid by the appellants, which the appellants 
accordingly undertook to do in the course of the day. That, 
with respect to the documents alluded to, their Lordships 
could not permit a personal inspection of them for the 

asked for, but that the Clerk of the Parliaments 
would be allowed to produce them in any court of law during 
the prorogation of Parliament. And that, with respectto the 
question of the appellant being allowed to plead her own 
cause, even though her case had been partially opened by 
counsel, that might be the subject of a future application to 
Parliament by petition. 

—— Mulcahy v. The Queen.—This case also came before 
their Lordships. It is an _— from the Irish Court of 
Exchequer Chamber, 15 W. R. 1022. Further time having 
been applied for and granted to lodge assignments of errors, 
and the assignments having been duly lodged, the case will 
now come on for hearing in due course. 

Mr. Henry Cruse appeared for the plaintiff in error; 
and the Solicitor for the Treasury for the Crown. 


(Before the Lorp CuaNcetlor, Lord CraNworts, and 
Lord CononsaY.) 

Aug. 15.—Jn re Overend, Gurney, & Co. (Limited) ; 
Oakes v. Turquand and Another ; Peek v. Same.—These 
were appeals brought against two orders of Vice-Chancel- 
lor Malins refusing the application of the appellants that 
they should be exonerated from all liability in respect of 
certain shares held by them in Overend, Gurney, & Co, 
=< and praying that their names might be removed 

the list of contributories in the winding up of this 
company, and from the register of shareholders. 

The case before the Vice-Chancellor is reported 15 
W. RB. 397. 

The grounds of the application were that each of the 
appellants had been induced to take their shares by fraudu- 
lent misrepresentations in the prospectus, The cases dif- 
fered in ‘this, that Oakes was an original allottee of his 
shares ; while Peek was a transferree of his. 

The case on appeal was argued some time ago at con- 
siderable length, 

—, Q.C., and Clem#ht Swanston, appeared for the 
appellants; and Sir Rowndell Palmer, G. Mellish, Q.C., 
and Roxburgh, Q.C., for the respondents, 

Their Lorpsutes now delivered judgment, 
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The Lorp CuaNcettor said that he would consider the 
cases as if Oakes were the only appellant, for if he were 
not entitled to relief, 2 fortiori Peek was not. He then con- 
sidered the question whether Oakes had been induced to take 
his shares by fraud,and hecametothe conclusion thathe had, 
and therefore if this had been a case between Oakes and 
the company, in which he sought to be relieved from his 
contract, asin Kisch v. The Venezuela Railway Company, 
15 W.R. 821, or the company had been suing him for 
calls, asin the Buwlch-y-plwm Lead Mining Company v. 
Baynes, 15 W. R. 1108, he would have succeeded in the 
one case, and the company would have failed in the 
other, It is quite clear that Oakes might originally have 
disaffirmed the contract and divested himself of his 
shares, and that he never did any act to affirm it, nor was 
aware of the true state of the firm of Overend, Gurney, & 
Co, at the time of the formation of the new company 
until after the failure. His Lordship then goes on to show 
that such a contract is voidable, but not void, that, there- 
fore, before the Limited Liability Acts it had been clearly 
decided that a shareholder could not repudiate his liability 
to creditors on the ground of such fraud, His Lordship 
then examined the Limited Liability Acts prior to that of 
1862, and came to the conclusion that they only changed 
the remedy of creditors against shareholders, and did not 
alter their rights and liabilities. 

His LorpsHip then went through the sections of the 
Act of 1862, and found the result to be that a contributory is 
a person who has agreed to become a member of the com- 
pany, and whose name is upon the register. Did the appellant 
then agree to become a member? His counsel answer this 
question in the negative, because they say that a person who 
is induced by frand to enter into an agreement cannot be 
said to have agreed, the word ‘‘agreed” meaning having 
entered into a bindin ement. But this is a fallacy. 
The consent of the will which constitutes the agreement is 
one thing, the motive and inducement to give that consent is 
another and different thing. When the order for winding- 
up came and found him with the shares in his possession, 
and his name upon the register, the agreement was a sub- 
sisting one. How could it then be said that he was not a 
person who had agreed to become a member? To hold 
otherwise would be to disregard the established distinction 
between void and voidable contracts. 

gd peg then went on to show nog is is a bn 
mere fact of the name appearing upon the register which 
makes a person liable as a Gaeniber of the sia." If he has 
not agreed to become a member, he cannot be made a con- 
tributory. This was the ground of decision in some of the cases 
which were cited to show that the order for winding-up did 
not preclude the appellant from disputing his liability. The 
want of consent was the ground on which Ship's case, 13 
W. R. 599, was decided This case was followed by 
Webster's case and by Stewart's case, 14 W. R. 948. I 
confess that these decisions are not at all satisfactory to my 
mind. I think that persons who have taken shares in a 
company are bound to make themselves acquainted with the 
memorandum of association, which is the basis upon which 
the company is established. If they fail to do so, and the 
objects of the company are extended beyond those described 
in the prospectus (a fact which may be easily ascertained), 
the persons who have so taken shares on the faith of the 
prospectus ought to be held to be bound by acquiescence. 
This appears to me tolay down a clear and precise rule, 
which will render unnecessary the consideration in each 
case whether a reasonable time has or has not elapsed 
from which acquieseence may be assumed, a question 
which has occasioned some variety, and apparent, if not 
actual discrepancy in the decisions. These views, in some 
degree apply to the case of the Reese River Silver Mining 
Company, 15 W. R. 882, which appears to me not to have 
been well decided upon another ground, When the order 
for winding up the company was made, Smith’s name 
was upon the register. It is true that he had filed his 
bill against the company to be relieved of his shares; 
but he still held them, and the winding-up order fonnd 
him in the condition of a person who had agreed to become 
a member, and whose name was upon the register, and 
who therefore exactly answered the description of a 
contributory contained in the Companies Act, 1862. In 
the conclusion at which I have arrived in this. case, 
{ rely altogether upon the words of the Act, I do not 
take into consideration the principle which has governed 
many decisions, as to which of two innocent persons is to 





suffer ; but I cannot help remarking upon the singular © 
state of things which would result from relieving: the ” 
appellant from’ his liability. Upon the principal ang” 
important question in this case I entirely agree with the 
decision of Vice-Chancellor Malins. His Lordship then 
noticed some minor points raised by the appellant, ang 
held that he had, by acquiescence, preclud fimeel? Seat 
relying on them. 

Lorp Cranwortu said there were two questions—one of 
fact—Was the appellant induced to take his shares by fraud, 
which he answered in the affirmative ; the other of law— - 
Was he therefore entitled to this relief, which he answered 
in the negative. The argument of the appellant is that it 
is only to the assets of the company that the creditor can 
resort, and so that the only question is of what those asssets 
consist. This question, he contends, can only be solved by 
ascertaining what rights the — has against other per. 
sons. If, in any proceeding by the company, instituted for 
the purpose of recovering money from any person, that 
son has a valid defence, whether legal or equitable, the ap- 
pellant contends that the sum claimed for him does not form 

rt of the assets of the company. In this case the appel- 

ant was induced to become a shareholder by means ofa 
fraud, which entitles him to repudiate the status of share- 
holder, and to say, as between himself and the company, 
that he never held a share. And if he can say this against 
the company, then the appellant contends he can say it 
against all the world ; for his liability is a liability to the 
company, and to no one else. But his Lordship re. 
jected this view. It must be borne in mind that a 
company formed under the statute of 1862 is not a 
mere common law corporation. His Lordship traced 
the history of the various Acts by which, what were ori- 
inally mere partnerships became what they now are. The 

rst question, then, is—Whether the change in the mode in 
which a creditor is obliged, under the Act of 1862, to seek 
relief, makes any difference as to who are liable to him as 
shareholders. I think not. In order to bring this question 
to a test, we may consider how the case would have stood 
if there had been no change effected by the Act of 1863, 
except in the mode of making a judgment available. Sup. 
pose that the Statute of 1862 had only said that, in case 
of a judgmnt recovered against the company, the creditor 
should not levy execution against any individual share- 
holder, but should proceed to wind up the affairs of the com- 
pany in the manner therepointed out. I can discover nothing 
which would in such circumstances relieve from responsi- 
bility any person who, if there had been no such change, 
would have been liable to anexecution. The winding up is 
but @ mode of enforcing payment. It closely resembles a 
bankruptcy and a bankruptcy has been called, not improperly, 
a statutable execution for the benefit of all creditors. The 
same description may be gre to a winding up, and, as in 
the bankruptcy of an ordinary partnership, every person 
against whom a judgment creditor of the firm could have 
levied execution as a partner would be liable to have his 
estate administered in the bankruptcy, just so must 
every person against whom a creditor might, under the 
acts of 1844, have levied execution as a shareholder 
be liable to have his estate dealt with under a winding 
up order. The change, therefore, from a right in the 
creditor to levy execution to a right to wind up the affairs 
of the company does not seem to me to affect the question 
who are liable as creditors, and as, according to the prin- 
ciple acted on in Henderson v. The Royal British Bank, 
5 WV. R. 286, the appellant would certainly have been liable 
to have his goods a ti in execution, so also he must be 
liable to be dealt with under a winding-up order. But if 
this change in the mode in which the creditor is to seek his 
remedy makes no difference as to the persons liable to him, 
how is he affected by the introduction of the principle of 
limited liability 2? T cannot see that he is at all affected by 
it. His remedy is cut down in amount, but as to the per- 
sons liable to him, the principle of limited liability has no 
effect. The introduction of that principle rendered _neces- 
sary, as 1 have already stated, some substitute for the 
remedy by execution against individual shareholders, but 
it did no more. It plainly left our shareholder subject to 
all previous liabilities, except only that a line or boun 
was fixed, beyond which his obligations could not be ex- 
tended. I have therefore satisfied myself that, if the Act 
of 1862 had done no more than introduce the fom cot 
limited liability and substitute a winding up of the affairs 


of the company for execution against individual share- 
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ee 
holders, it left s the law just as it stood when Henderson’s 
decided. 
caw manot conceive that the Legislature intended by the 
Act of 1862 to introduce any rules or principles as to the acts 
or conduct whereby @ person should render himself liable to 
be treated as a shareholder different from those which 
existed previously. The omission of the clauses declar- 
ing shareholders to be liable, as if not incorporated, 
was nec ; but the Act seems to me to contain 
on the face of it mee proof that the rights of creditors were 
not intended to be affected, except only by the introduction of 
the principle of limited liability. This view of the case is 
strongly confirmed by the language of the statute where it 
defines contributories. Section 74 defines contributories to 
be all persons liable to contribute to the assets in the event 
of the company being wound up, and section 38 declares 
that on that event every present and past member shall 
be liable to contribute, subject to certain qualifications. In 
order to ascertain who are designated by the word members 
in section 38 we must refer to section 23, which states that 
every person who has agreed to become a member, and whose 
name is entered on the register shall be deemed to be a 
member. The name of Mr. Oakes was certainly entered on 
the register ; if, therefore, he agreed to become a member 
within the meaning of this 23rd section, he is a con- 
tributory. The argument is that he did not so agree, 
because all which he did he did under the influence of fraud 
and misrepresentation. But, assuming all that to be, and I 
believe itwas, just as Mr. Oakesrepresents it, still he did agree 
to become a member—1.¢., he in fact agreed. He may have 
full rights against those who deceived him. But with that 
the outer world can have no concern. The Legislature took 
care to provide the register as the meansof enabling persons 
dealing with the company to know to whom and to what 
they had to trust. It intended to put the persons whose 
names are on it in the same position towards creditors (sub- 
ject, of course, ude the oninnee restrictions) as persons 
engaged in an ordinary partnership, or persons trading for- 
merly under the Acts of 1844. In xo of those Siete 
would it have been any answer to a creditor that the person 
sought to be charged had been induced by fraud to become 
a partner or a shareholder ? and I see no reason whatever for 
adopting any other principle here. 

It was strongly pressed upon us that a decision against 
Mr. Oakes would be at variance with the case of the Vene- 
ucla Railuay Company v. Kish, decided in this House a 
few months since, But there is no inconsistency between 
the two decisions. The question there was not one in 
which ereditors were concerned. It was the case of a 
person seeking against a company: to be relieved from a 
contract which he had, by fraudulent representations of 
that company, been induced to enter into, This House held, 
conformably with the decision of the Lords Justices, con- 
sidering the fraud to be established, that the company could 
not compel the person thus deceived to retain the shares 
which he had thus been fraudulently induced to purchase. 
This decision proceeded on grounds of obvious justice and 
good sense, on which Courts both of law and equity, in- 
cluding this House, have of late frequently acted. But it 
has no bearing on the question between the shareholders 
and creditors. {His Lordship then noticed the several 
supplemental points which had been raised on the 
appellant’s behalf, as to which he concurred with the Lord 
Chancellor, ] 

Lord CoLonsay delivered judgment to the same effect. 

The Vice-Chancellor’s orders were, therefore, affirmed ; 
except in t of costs, and in that point they were 
varied, by giving against each appellants the costs of his 
own case instead of the whole against both, and the appeals 
were dismissed, with costs, 

The Breadalbane peerage claim, before the Committee for 
Privileges, has been postponed sine die, so that, in all pro- 
bability, it will not come again before Parliament till next 
session. Final judgment in the case of The Bishop of 
Exeter vy. Marshali will, it is understood, be delivered 
early in the ensuing week. 

CHANCERY CHAMBERS. 

Aug. 13.—The chief clerk, Mr. Edwards, attached to the 
court of Vice-Chancellor Malins, commenced to-day the 
vacation business, and got through nearly eighty summonses, 

assisted by Mr. Wood in the unopposed applications. The 





principal part of the cases were applications for time to 
aon the bills filed, and other matters of a routine 
character. 


—— Tichborne v. Tichborne, and Tichborne vy. Mostyn.— 
There were four summonses in these causes for time to 
answer, and the applications were + oppeest. 

Messrs. Dobinson appeared for Lady Tichborne and infant, 
Messrs. Slaughter for the trustees, and Mr. Holmes for the 
claimant to the title. 

It appears that the proceedings were voluminous, and it 
was stated that two months’ further time was required to 


answer. 

The Chief Clerk granted six weeks, and by that time it 
would be seen what progress could be made in the prepara- 
tion of the answer. 


—— The Great Eastern Railway.—There were three suits 
against the company in respect to the pulling down of 
houses, and a month’s time to answer was opposed, but 
after a discussion three weeks’ time was allowed. 


JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 
Mr. Baron Bramwell will, until further notice, sit on 
Tuesday and Friday in each week during the vacation. 


NORTHERN CIRCUIT. 
LIVERPOOL. 

Aug. 14.—The business of the assizes commenced this 
day. Lord Chief Justice Bovill addressed the Grand Jury, 
and in the course of his address expressed his deep regret to 
find that the calendar contained such an amount and such 
a class of crime as would tg their attention for a longer 
period of time than usual. ere was one thing, however, 
which he thought was a matter of congratulation, looking 
at this calendar as compared with those of other counties, 
and that was inregard to disturbances in public houses. In 
many counties he found that the public-houses were the 
fruitful source of crime; but, looking at this calendar, he 
thought it contrasted favourably with other counties in 
regard to that matter. This showed that the public and 
beerhouses were kept under good control and did not en- 
courage drunkenness, which he regarded as of great import- 
ance, for drunkenness was the source of the greater of 
the crimes which came under his notice. He had great 
satisfaction in finding this to be the case in that large town, 
which bore a favourable comparison in this respect with 
what he had met elsewhere. 

The calendar comprises no less than eighty prisoners, 
eight of whom are charged with murder. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


THE LONDON AND PROVINCIAL MERCANTILE AGENCY. 

Sir,—Referring to your paper of Jast week I am exceed- 

ingl tified with the letter of your esteemed correspondent. 
r. Jose 


Mr. ph Dodd, in reply to a Mr. J. W. Jackson, the 
manager of the London and Provincial Mercantile Agency 
(Limited) and I feel assured if all solicitors would adopt a 
similar course we should soon have the last of all these so- 
called Trade Protection Societies. From what you say it ap- 
pears there is no such company registered as the above. 

As the House of Commons has refused to entertain a bill 
for the abolition of the Attorneys Certificate Duty, it now 
becomes the more necessary for every member of the pro- 
fession strenuously to exert himself to root out and destroy 
these Trade Protection Societies, they are a nuisance both to- 
the public and the legal profession. I am afraid it is hope- 
less without legislative interference to put them down or to 
limit}the aneenes proceedings of accountants, particularly in- 
the city of London, where there are large firms who have 
and are making large fortunes out of business which never 
ought legitimately to have been in their hands, and I do 
think that as the Government insist upon levying the 
heavy tax it does on attorneys, and also taking into considera- 
tion the education and other requirments that are now 
essential before a solicitor is permitted to practise, it ought 
at least to protect the profession from these invaders. In 
conclusion f do hope that all my brother professionals will 
assist Mr. Dodds and all respectable members of the pro- 
fession in discountenancing these ‘Societies they will then 
soon cease to exist. A Crry SouicrTor. 
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Tur BENCH AND THE BAR—ScENEs In Court. 


Sir,—There is no member of the profession who feels an 
interest in maintaining its dignity .who does not regret! 
very much the unseemly exhibitions of bad temper and 
worse taste exhibited recently in the Assize Court at Man-' 


chester and recorded in your columns last Saturday. I: 


think there is scarcely anything else more calculated .to , 
bring the profession into public. disrepute than these scan- | 
dalous exhibitions. With what see a certain portion of 
the public must have heard a judge and Queen’s Counsel ; 
bespatter one another with insult and contumely? We 


have the reputation of being animated with great esprit de | 


corps, and of being more united and firmly in our personal 
intercoursesthan themembersof perhapsany ether profession; 
and I think nothing is more calculated to make the profession 
and its members respected than the existence of such a be- 
lief. But how rudely must such a notion have been dis- 
turbed by those who have witnessed or read of those dia- 
pc which are remarkable for nothing but course ill-temper, 
exhibited in language of which elegance cannot certainly 
be said to be the characteristic. ; 
Into the merits of the disputes I will not enter. I think | 
there is no one who has read the account of the ‘‘ scenes” ' 
who.will not be of opinion that both sides were to blame, and . 
that one omen expression—one courteous word on ' 
either side would very probably have put an end to the 
affair in a manner more creditable to the bench and the 
bar, and certainly more agreeable to the feelings of each 
of the gentlemen concerned. a however, I do not 
say one word as to who was the culpable originator of these 
disputes, I will take this opportunity of expressing the 
feeling of dissatisfaction, or rather indignation, with which 
I have very often witnessed certain judges interfere with 
counsel, both of the inner and outer bar, while conducting 
their cases, During the last sittings at Guildhall it was 
perfectly painful to observe the manner in which another 
Chief Justice of recent appointment interfered with the 
counsel in almost every case that was tried before him. I 
will venture to say (and I think most of your readers will 
endorse my statement) that there was scarcely a case in 
which he did not interpose in the examination in chief, in 
the cross-examination, and in the re-examination, i 
the witnesses out of the hands of counsel and eliciting 
evidence himself; and this quite irrespective of the status 
or ability of the counsel out of whose hands he took them. 
Indeed, I have seen the rival attorneys and the rival counsel 
forgetting that sort of professional hostility of demeanour 
which opposing lawyers feel bound to assume, enter into 
conversation on the impropriety of these interferences. You 
will say things must then have gone very far. NowI 
think this sort of thing ought by some means to be checked. 
It is most embarrassing to counsel to be thus perpetually 
interfered with in conducting their business in court. It is 
frequently unjust, because it often completely spoils one’s 
case. This sometimes happens even in the case of men of 
long experience and much tact: what must it be to juniors 
who have not by experience yet sufficiently learned the art 
of meeting in a proper way such unlooked-for embarrass- 
ments ? “OBSERVER.” 


APPOINTMENTS 


Mr. F. E. Guisz, of the Oxford Circuit, Recorder of 
Hereford, to be Stipendiary Magistrate of Sheerness. 

The Lord Chief Justice of the Court of Common Pleas 
has appointed Joun Turner, Esq., of Union Bank 
Chambers, 61, Carey-street, to be a pe Commis- 
sioner for taking the aeknowledgments of deeds by mar- 
ried women for the City of London, County of Middlesex, 
and City and Liberty of Westminster. 

The Lord Chief Justice of the Court of Common Pleas 
has appointed Anrnony Carr, Esq., of 25, Rood-lane, 
City, to be a perpetual Commissioner for taking the ac- 
knowledgments of deeds by married women, 











PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Aug. 12.—The House proceeded to consider the Commons 
amendments to the Representation of the People Bill. 
Lord Derby moved that the House should, not insist on 
the amendments to which the Commons had disagreed. 


The Marquis of Salisbury and Lord Stanhope entered 
a in favour of voting papers, and Lords Clanticondsaah 

wh and Earl Russell having spoken, the motion 
was agreed to, ms 

ae on taes St. Leonards moved that the Commons 
‘amendments tothe Masters and Workmen Bills be cop. 
sidered. They were considered and agreed to. b 

The Master and Servant Bill passed throngh committee, 

The third reading of the Factory Acts Extension Bil] 
was opposed by the Earl of Lichfield and supported by the 
Earls of Devon and Shaftesbury. The bill was read a third 
time and - So were also the Courts of Law Fees Bill, 
the Admiralty Court Ireland Bill, and several others, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

Aug. 12.—The main business of the evening was the In. 
dian Budget moved by Sir S. Northcote. But it was both pre. 
ceded and followed by a discussion on the government of 
India generally in which many members took part. 

was received from the House of Lords to the 





message 
} effect that that House did not disagree with the Commons 


amendments to the Representation of the People Bill, with 
two merely technical exceptions, as to which the House of 
Commons concurred. 
Aug. 13.—The House went into committee on the Parks 
Regulation Bill. 
. P. Taylor moved that the chairman do leave the 
o— stating that his object was,to prevent the passing of the 


Mr. Whalley, Mr. Otway, Mr. McLaren, Mr. Torrens, Mr 
Mill, Mr. Labouchere, Mr. Fawcett, Mr. W. E. Forster, Mr, 
T. Hughes, Sir J. Gray, and Mr. Cowen spoke on the same 


side. 

Lord Elcho, Mr. Neate, and Mr. Gathorne Hardy, spoke 
in favour of proceeding with the bill. 

The allotted time having elapsed, the debate terminated, 
to be resumed the following day. 

The Hours of Labour lation Bill passed through 
committee. On the motion of the Attorney-General for Ire. 
land the Lords amendments to the Courts of Law Officers 
(Ireland) Bill were rejected by a majority of 88 to 25. Some 
other bills were advanced a stage. 

Aug. 14.—The House went into committee on the Con- 
tageous Diseases (Animals) Bill, which passed through com- 
mittee and was read a third time. 

The Traffic Regulation (Metropolis) Bill was read a 
second time, on the understanding that various objections 
raised by Alderman Laurence and other members should 
be considered in committee. 

The Metropolitan Improvement Bill was abandoned, the 
order for it being disc ‘ 

The icultural Gangs Bill passed through committee, 
and the Courts of Referees Bill was read a third time. 

_ The Hours of Labour Regulation Bill was read a third 
time, subject to an amendment by Mr. Cavendish substitu- 
ting five in the morning and nine at night for six in the 
morning and eight at at or as the hours within which 
— 13 and 18 and females should be permitted 

wor! 

The Artisans and Labourers Dwellings Bill of Mr. Torrens 
| was abandoned. 

With reference to the Parks Regulation Bill Mr. Gathorne 
Hardy announced hisintention te modify this bill insuch a way 
as he hoped would make it acceptable to the House. He pro- 
posed to strike the first clause outof the bill, which prohibited 
— meetings and demonstrations in the parks, and made 

owingly taking part in one a misdemeanonr, thus reduc- 
ing the bill to a simple bill for the regulation of the parks. 
At the samo time he proposed to raise the penalty for 
breach of the regulation i by Her Majesty from 40s. to £5: 





TRELAND. 


DUBLIN. : 
CoMMISSION OF OYER AND TERMINER. __ 
Aug. 12.—Fining the High Sheriff of the county.— 
Malac y Some Be. the High Guest, having, by. 
order of the Court, been called two or three times, and not 
having answered, . : 
The Lord Chief Justice said :—The High Sheriff has been 
called, and called more than once, and he has not answered. 








The station he holds is one of great dignity and of great 
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It is an office which has not been constituted 

of conferring distinction on the holder. He 

this court or else to make an application 

He has not thought fit to attend. He has 

times, and has not answered, and for that 

it is due to us and to the office we hold to 

a fine on that gentleman, which we now order to be 

of £50. He msy make such application as he may 
in reference to it. 


th 


EMIT 





FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


AMERICA. 
ComMMON PuiEas, PHILADELPHIA. 
Redemption of stock issued by a college—Whether redeemable 
y payment in legal-tender notes. 

The Jefferson Medical College issued certain stock, under 

a trust deed executed by Ezra Stiles Ely, D.D. In the 

of the declaration of trust, the stock was declared 
to be redeemable by ‘‘ tender, for each and every share, to 
the lawful proprietor of the same, five hundred dollars lawful 
gold or silver of the United States, together with such a sum 
of the same money, if any should be requisite, as will, when 
added to the dividends then already paid on the said share, 
equal lawful interest on the same from the date of these 
presents to the time of actual redemption.” 

On a petition by the college to redeem the stock, the 
question was, whether the stock was redeemable only in 

Id and silver, or whether payment might be made in 

-tender notes, 
e opinion of the Court was delivered by Peirce, J., to 
the following effect :— 

The test in such cases seems to be whether the subject- 
matter of the contract is a debt to be paid or a commodity 
to be furnished. Thus in Scholl er v. Brinton, and the 
other cases reported in 22 Leg. Int. 180 to 212, decided by 
the Supreme Court of this State, it was held that where the 
subject-matter of the contract was a debt to be paid, it was 


ag in whatever might be lawful ara Ay the United 


tates at the time of payment, notwithstanding in some of 
the cases the contract was expressed to be payable in gold 
or silver, and in one of them, Mervine v. Sailor, the weight 
of the silver dollar was ay | fixed at seventeen pees 
hts and six grains. in Graham v. Marshall, 22 Leg. 
Int. 388, it was decided that a contract for ‘‘specie” meant 
gold or silver coins, and not bullion, and the acts of Con- 
gress substitute legal tender notes for these coins. 

But in Mather v. Kinikie, 1 P. F. Smith, 425, the cove- 
nant was for “‘twenty-one Spanish coined fine silver pieces 
of eight and one-third part of a piece of eight, each piece of 
eight weighing seventeen pennyweights and six grains, or 
so much lawful money of the Peovioes of Pennsylvania as 
shall be sufficient from time to time to purchase or procure 
twenty-one such pieces of eight, and one-third part of a 

iece of eight.” e Court held that this was a covenant 
or & foreign commodity, and therefore not a debt within 
the meaning of the ae of Congress that fix our 
legal tender, and can only be discharged by rendering the 
article stipulated for, or paying money enough to buy it. 

So in Dutton v. Palairet, decided May 13, 1867, by the 
Supreme Court, and not yet reported, the contract which 
was made after the Act of 1862 was » was for ‘‘ three 
thousand dollars in gold coin of the United States aforesaid, 
of the present standard, weight, and fineness, notwithstand- 
ing any law which now may or hereafter shall make any- 
thing else a tender in payment of debt.” The Court held 
that, like the contract in Mather v. Kinikie, which was for 
coined silver, this was a contract, not for governmental cur- 
rency, but for a specific article, as specific as if it had been 
for wheat at so many pounds per bushel, or for a horse of 
certain qualities, and that the ordinary legal tenders of the 
— —_ openly comand he they pean happen 

e stan the parties as a 
law pomp amhane dag — by 89 


The distinction which is taken between the cases is, 
whether the contract is a debt solvable in money qua 
money, or whether it is a stipulation for a specific article, 
which must be oe ae to the contract, or pay- 

y it. 
t case the debt was to be paid in money 
and not a contract for a specific article or commodity, is 
apparent from the following considerations, viz. :— 





1, The stipulation was for five hundred dollars lawfal 
gold or silver of the United States. There is no lawful gold 
or silver of the United States except lawful gold or silver 
money of the United States. 

2. The sum to be paid was referred to as money in the 
paragraph stipulating for its payment. 

3. It was payable with interest, or 2 sum equa] to 
lawful interest in the same money. You cannot stipu- 
late for a money interest on a specific article or commodity. 
You may on its value but not on the commodity itself. 

4. If, as contended by the learned counsel for the respon- 
dent at the ent of the cause, it was a stipulation for 
five hundred lawful gold or silver dollars of the United 
States as specific coins of that denomination ; in 1827, 
when the contract was made, and in 1846, when it was re- 
newed, there were no gold dollars of the United States. 
Gold dollars were first coined by the United States in 1849, 
thus showing that the contracting parties did not use the 
word dollars as meaning specific coins but as a term indi- 
cative of a sum or amount. 

The college were accordingly allowed to redeem by a pay- 
ment in “‘lawfal money of the United State,” which would 
include legal-tender notes. Gold being at a premium the 
difference would, of course, be material. 





NEWSPAPERS FOR CRIMINALS.—-The Austrian Minister of 
Justice has just decided on asi measure. Hencefyrward 
a certain number of copies of the official journals published in 
the empire will be distributed gratuitously to the criminals con- 
fined in the different prisons.—Galignant. 

New Boarp or Trape Act.—Yesterday an Act of Parlia- 
ment was issued, providing that en the next vacancy the office 
of vice-president is to be abolished, and a secretary to be ap- 
— with £1,600 a-year, and capable of holding a seat in 

iament. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 


Last Quotation, Aug, 15, 1867. 
[From the Oficial of the actual business transacted.) 


GOVEBNMENT FUNDS. 
sper Cent. Consols, 94§ Annuities, April, °85 
itto. for Account, Sep. 10, 94% Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 19 
8 per Cent. Reduced, 91} Ex Bills, 21000, 4 per Ct. 28 pm 
New 3 per Cent., 948 


Ditto, £500, Do pm 
Do: af fer Gent Jan.°9¢ Bank’ of England Stock, 5} 
‘ lan. ani 

Do. 5 per Cent. Jan. "73 Ct. (last half-year) 4 
Annui Jan, '80— Ditto for Account, 

INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
India Stk., 10} p Ct.Apr.’74, 222 Ind, Enf. Pr., 5pC., Jan.’72, 103 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 5§ per Cent., May,’79, 108} 
Ditto Sper Cent., July, ’80 1134 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 


Ditto for Account, — ane "64 — 
Ditto 4 per Cent., Oct. 88, 994 Do. Do.. 5 per Cent., Aug. '73 
Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000, pm 


Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — c : 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 863 | Ditto, ditto, under £1000, pm. 


RAILWAY STOCK. 
Railways. 








. [Closing Prices. 

















London, 

London and North-Western. 

London and South-Western 

Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 

Metropoli 

Midland 
Do., Birmingham and Derby 

North British 

North 
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* A receives uo dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B, 
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INSURANCE COMPANIES. 


| Price 
per; 
share. ‘ 





Dividend 


| 
per annum Names. 'Shares. 





oumstooooooeocesc: coooco: 


5 pe & bs 
40 pe & bs 
5 per cent 
71 2s 6a pe 
il 2s 6d pe 
5 per cent 
5 per cent 
5000) 5& 3pshb 
5 per cent 
5 per cent 
&} per cent 
6 per cent 
324 pr cent 
10 per cent 
9s 6d pr sh 
5 per cent 
10 percent 
124 & bns 


| 
Clerical, Med. & Gen. Life, 
County... op sost 
Eagle de ove 
Equity and Law ... ooo} 
English & Scot. Law Life 
Equitable Reversionary... 
Do. New ... ose of 
Gresham Life... 
Guardian ... ace wie 
Home & Col. Ass., Limtd. 
Imperial Life... oo | 
Law Fire... 
Law Life ... ose 
Law Union oe one 
Legal & General Life ...! 
London & Provincial Law! 
North Brit. & Mercantile 
Provident Life ... ooo} 
20 per cent} Royal Exchange... 
64 per cent] Sun Fire ... * 
ove Do. Life ... 


Saewmoswousus wavsoh 
- ~ 


eco@wmosceosocecoso cooso™ 





d 
6 
0 
0 
0 
6 
0 
0 
0 
6; 
0 
6 
0 
6 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 


=> 


All [63 0 











Money Market anp City INTELLIGENCE. 
Thursday Night. 

The fineness of the weather, together with the more peaceful 
aspect of affairs abroad, caused a decided upward tendency in the 
market forsecurities at the beginning of the week, and the tendency 
continued up to yesterday. ‘This affected the English funds and 
Indian stock, and still more the shares of mest of the Railwa 
Companies. Buta reaction has followed, and to-day Consols 
have closed with a fall of about 3 per cent. This is no doubt 
owing partly to the inevitable reaction which follows upon 
speculative purchases, and partly to the unfavourable state of 
the weather. The weather is now becoming a.most critical 
question as harvest advances, and must have a material effect 
upon prices for some time to come. 

Purchases have been made to-day of New Three Per Cents. to 
the extent of about £20,000 on behalf of the Commissioners 
for the reduction of the National Debt. 

The Bank rate of discount continues at 2 per cent., and the 
current price out of doors is something below that figure. 





PRACTICAL ADVICE TO Youna Lawygrs.—If you would 
succeed, you must study and work. The law is a jealous mis- 
tress, and should win your undivided attention. Hence, if you 
practice the profession, you should make it the matter of prim 
importance, and all others incidental, and these incidentals 
should be few indeed, ifany. Let an attorney get the reputa- 
tion of using his position to ferret out defective titles, of buying 
in property under execution, to litigate the title as upon an ad- 
venture, of investing his surplus means in buying lands at tax 
sales, of speculating in possible judgments, and taking the 
chances for a larger fee in experimental litigation, of being ever 
ready to take advantage of the iisfortunes of debtors and the 
unfortunate around him, of being a land agent, insurance agent, 
and, indeed, a Jack-of-all-trades, and he will soon be known as 
a Shylock,—as thinking more of money and his own self-aggran- 
dizement than of the law, as making his profession secondai 
to money-making, and clients will ere long shun him and see. 
those who love and practice their profession. Suitors, when they 
employ an attorney, want those who will give their cases their 
undivided attention. They want lawyers to give them advice 
in legal matters, rather than tax-title speculators or the 
dealer in land and corner lots.--Part of an Address delivered at 
the Iowa Law School, U.S., by Professor G. G. Wight. 

CHANCERY Funps.—Composed of Government stocks, of 
various other serities, and-of cash uninvested, ‘the funds be- 
longing to the suitors of the Court of Chancery amount in’ the 
aggregate to nearly £60,000,000. Acting on behalf of the 
court, the Masters had, prior to 1726, committed to their care 
the moneys and effects in the suits referred to them, while the 
usher of the court took charge of ong. propenty involved in 
causes which required no reference to the Masters. Ina manner 
somewhat analagous to the system of modern} banking, these 
functionaries employed for their own benefit the moneys placed 
in their hands, reserving of course such balances as were suffi- 
cient to meet the recurring claims of the suitors. Investments 
in the stock of the South Sea Company had been made by 
several of the masters on their own account; and on the failure 
of that scheme it was found that defaults on their aniounted 
to over £100,000. This sum was ultimately made good out of 
the public revenue; but precautions were'taken to prevent the 
recurrence of so great an abuse. In 1726, an officer 
under.the designation of the accountant-general was appointed, 
pursuart to Act of Parliament, to keep the Chancery accounts 
and to carry out the orders of the court respecting the receipt 
and disposal of the funds, This oflicer, by the Act creating’his 
office, is not allowed to meddle with the actual money either in 





Ee 
All dealings with funds are to be 


receipt or payment. accom 
z Vo ith his privity ; but he himges 


plished under his direction, and 
is debarred from touching a single coin. Yet his ollice is np 
the less one of great responsibility. At the period of the appoint. 
ment of the first accountant-general, upwar y i 

the cash and securities made together a total of £741,950, 

the number of accounts was 415. The amount, as we hays 
already stated, now verges upon £60,000,000, and the number 
of accounts have increased to well nigh 30,000. Almost without 
exception the volume of the funds in court has year by year 
shown a steady increase. Of late that increase has been at tha 
rate of about halfa million annually. This is only what might 
be expected from the growth of the population and the ever-aug. 
menting national wealth. Litigation is, of course, one of 

main feeders of the Chancery reservoir. Upon the application 
of a party to a suit, the court orders the property under dispute 


‘| to be placed in its hand, where it is retained until the question 


of right is settled, or until such time as the interests of thoge 
entitled are most fully secured. It is then, upon petition, trang- 
ferred out of court. Legacies bequeathed to minors are not 
unfrequently paid into court by executors. The sums of cash go 
paid are in every case invested in Consols without expense, and 
the interest also from time to time as it accumulates; so that the 
amount of the legacy with pn interest is, in the form of 
stock, when application is made, transferred to the person en- 
titled, on the attainment of majority. A kindred source of 
supply is furnished by trust moneys. Trustees or executors 
who may have doubts of the legality of their proceedings in 
carrying out the provisions ef a trust, or who may be ata 
loss as to the rights of parties claiming under a will, pm desiring 
to free themselves from responsibility, may, under what is 
known as the Trustee Relief Act, transfer or pay the trust funds 


intocourt, Such funds, if not already in the form of stock, are, 
as a matter of course, invested by the accountant-general, and 
the accruing dividends are also invested solely for the benefit of 
the parties entitled, who may at any time apply to have the 

” in the Cornhill 


funds paid to them.— From “* Chancery Funds, 
Magazine for August. 


A Lance Crarm.—An undefended action, Fiddey v. Thomas, 
was heard at Croydon Assizes a few days ago, and was remark- 
able by reason of the immense amount recovered. It was an 
action to recover the principal and interest upon twenty-one 
mortgages. There was no defence, and the plaintiff received a 
verdict for the whole amount claimed—£21,965. Mr. Justice 
Blackburn observed that he believed it was the largest sum 
ever recovered in an undefended action. 


Tue Law Courts CompPETition.—Although we have no 
official confirmation of the belief expressed in our last, we have 
no reason to doubt its correctness. Rumour, always busy when 
facts are kept back, says further that Judges’ Report eccupies 
only jive lines of note paper ; and that the Treasury are dissatis- 
fied with the decision on the ground that the Judges were not 
competent to name ¢wo architects. If this statement be accurate, 
and we believe it is, and should the ‘I'reasury insist upon the 
Judges’ naming one architect, it is not unlikely that the report 
would then take something cf the form of the Repert on the 
National Gallery Competition. Mr. Scott has sent in a protest 
to the Treasury. He is reported to have stated that his plan 
cannot, even at the worst, considered as less than second to 
Mr. Barry’s, while his architecture is superior, and therefore in 
fairness he ought to have had the award ; for he, too, considers 
that the Judges had no right to name two.— The Builder. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
. Aug 7.—By Messrs. Norron, Taist, Watney, & Co. 

Freehold, 7 acres of building land and 2 cottages, situate in the parish of 
West. Ham, Essex—Sold for £1,510. 

By Messrs. Faresroruen, Cuark, & Co. 

Leasehold, 2 houses and shops, Nos. | & 2, Jones-etreet, Berkely-square, 
producing £115 per annum ; term, 53 years unexpired, at £19 5s. per 
annum—Sold tor £1,100. ‘ 

By Messrs. Cninnocg, GALSworTxy, & CHInNock. 

Freehold building land, fronting the Grand Esplanade, West Worthing, 
Sussex—Lots 1 to 16 sold for £7,200. 

: Aug. 8.—By Messrs. Desennam, Tewson, & FARMER 

Freehold plot of building land, situate between Whitecross-street and 
Golden-lane, St, Luke’s—Sold for £2,290. 

By Messrs. Woops, Laneorince, & Co. : 

Freehold residence and 26 acres of land, with stabling, pleasure grounds 

* 4 tenements, &c., situate at West Malling, Kent—Sold for £6,860. 

on By Messrs. C. C. & T. Moore. 

Leasehold, 6 houses, Nos. | to 4, Robert-street, aud 6 to 7, Richardson- 
yo Mile-end ; term, 34 years, ground-reat, £9 per annum—Sold for 


_ Aug. 9.—By Messrs, Norton, Taist, Watney, & Co. 
Freehold house and premises, No. 96, St, John’s-street, Smithfield, let at 
€36 per annum—Sold for £800. 
Freehold house and premises, No, 55, St, John’s-street, let at £21 per 
annum—Sold for £410. } 
Freehold house and shop, No. 34, St, John’selane, Smithfield, let at £48 
per annum—Sold for £1,100. 
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By Messrs. Winstantey & Horwoop. 
old estate, tonen as Mount Idol, Bexhill, Sussex, comprising 
about 20 acres of land, with farmhouse, buildings, &c. ; term, 800 years 
—Sold for £1,990, 

Freehold, Myram’s-farm, Bexhill, Sussex, comprising farmhouse, yard, 
buildings, and 87a 2r 24p of lani—Sold for £2,500. 

Freehold, Acton’s-farm, Bexhill, comprising cottage buildings and 46a 
Ir 1p of land—Sold tor £1 050, 

Freehold, Sem’s-farm, Westfie id, Sussex, comprising farm, cottage 

buildings, and 40a 2r 8p of land—Sold for "21.54 540. 

Freehold, Buckhurst-farm, Westfield, comprising cottage buildings and 
29a 3r 89p of land—Sold for £1,020. 

By Messrs. RusHWoRTH, Janvis, & ABBOTT. 

Freehold house and business premises, No. 80a, Dean-street, Soho, let 
on lease at £75 per annum—Sold for £1,360. 

Leasehold business premises, Nos. 103, 165, 205, and 217, Regent-street, 
let on lease, and producing £363 per annum; terms, 53 years unex- 
pired, at £133 per annum—Sold for £3,760. 

By Mr. F. Lewis. 

ieee. 3 carcasez, Nos. 1 and 2, Broadlands, Lawrence-road, South 

apenas 97 years, at £18 18s. per annum—Sold for £415. 

goods wy Bod of £450, receivabie on the death of a lady aged 60 
years—So! 


sala. for 
By Messrs, Futter & Horse’ 
Freehold waterside jeteieen, aitaaae at Greenwieh~_ Sold for £10,000. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

DWYER—On Aug. 9, at Burnley, the wife of Edward Dwyer, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

EDWARDS—On Aug. 11, at 22, Oakley- ~square, N.W., the wife of T. J. 
Edwards, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of Lincoln’s-inn, of a daughter. 

GLASSFORD—On Aug. 10, at Ross Angle, Dundee, N,B., the wife 2 
Donald Glassford, Esq., Selici tor, of a son. 

PIFFARD—On Aug. 10, at 33, Blandford-square, the wife of Charles 
Piffard, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

MARRIAGES, 

BODENHAM—PHILLIPPS—On Aug. 8, at St. Paul’s, Tupsley, Hereford- 
shire, Frederick Bodenham, Esq., Solicitor, of Thornton, Hereford, 
to Laura, daughter of the late James Phillipps, Esq., of Bryngwyn, 
Herefordshire, 

oS Aug. 8, at Kew, Richard S. Ferguson, 

., M.A., Barrister-at-Law, of Lincoln’s-inn, son of Joseph Ferguson, 
Esq., of Caklisle, to heme aad Fanny, daughter of Spencer Shelley, 
Esq., of Ric hmond-honse, K 

HOLLICK—ROYLE—On pon a4 at St. Pancras Church, Thos. Hollick, 
Esq., of Llandudno, to Mary Anne, widow of the late John Royle, Esq., 
Solicitor, of Coventry. 

ROBERTSON—ROSE—On Aug. 14, at Sheriffston, near Elgin, George 
Brown Robertson, Esq., W.S., Deputy Keeper of the poe of Scot- 
land, to Christina, daughter of William Ross, Esq., Sheriffsto: 

DEATHS. 

BOULGER—0n July 28, at Suez, on board the Mongolia, John Nasmyth 

Boulger, Esq., P. and O. 8S. N. Company’s Service, son of John Boulger, 
-at-Law, 128, Cambridge-street, Eccleston-square. 

RUSSELL—On Aug. 4, Alexander an, Esq., Student ct the Middle 
Temple, formerly of Calcutta, aged 25 

SNOWDON—On Aug. 6, Henrietta, the wife of Henry Snowdon, Esq., 
Solicitor, of Leeds, Yorkshire. 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


GMinding-up of Joint Stock Compantes 
§ Farivar, Aug. 9, 1867. 
Lrmitzp In CHANOERY. 

Plas yn Mhowys Coal, Cannel, and Ironstone Company (Limited).— 
By an erder made by Vice-Chancellor Malins, dated July 29, it was 
ordered that the above company be wound up. Chester & Urqu- 
hart, solicitors for the = t 

Lancashire Co-operative Buildin mpany (Limited).—B: 
made by Vice-Chancellor W f- July 29, it was o 
the above company be wound up. Crowdy, Serjeant’s-inn, Fleet- 
Street, solicitor for , titioners. 

East Pant Du United Mining Company (Limited).—By an order 
made by View Chancalior Wood, dated July 31, it was Ps that 
the above com be wound up. Lawrence, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
solicitors for the petitioner. 

East India Soe ood, eed (Limited).—By an order made by Vice- 
Chancellor W: dated July 29, it was ordered that the above com- 
pany be nether up. Ashurst & Co, Old Jewry. 

TveEspar, Aug. 13, 1867. 

China Steam Ship and Labuan Coal Company (Limited). Peo order 
made by the Master of the Rolls dated Aug 8, it was ordered that 
the voluntary winding up of the above company be continued. 
Vallance & Vallance, Essex-st, Strand, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Landshipping Colliery Company, Milford Haven (Limited).—By an 
order made!by Vice-Chancellor Malins, — Aug 2, it was ordered 
that the above company be wound up, G, 8. & H. Brandon, soli- 
citors for the petitioner. 

London & Provincial Starch Com — (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor 
Wood has, by an order dated July 12, appointed Alfred Augustus 
James, 18, King-st, Cheapside, official anidator. Creditors are 
req! , 00 or before Oct 10, to send their names and addresses, 
and the Dg sey of their debts and claims, to Alfred Augustus 
James, 18 ‘King-st, Cheapside. Nov 8 at 12, is appointed for hear- 
ingand adj judicating upon the debts and claims. 

Manchester "Qussaaland Cotton Company (Limited).—Vice-Chan- 
ier Wood has, by an order dated Aug 8, appointed William Sale 

Bea, , Manchester, official liquidator. Creditors are uired on or 
before Oct 9, to send their names and addresses, and particu- 
lars of their ‘debts or claims, to William Sale,Manch. Nov7at 1 
is Senet for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts an 





an order 
that 





UNLIMITED In CHANCERY. 
County Life Assurance Company.—By an order made by the Master 
of the Rolls, dated Aug 2, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Stanley & Donnithorne, Austin-friars, solicitors for the 


petitioners. 
Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Frrpay, Aug. 9, 1867, 
Four Lanes Union, Four Lanes, Cornwall. July 29. 
Torspay, Aug. 13, 1867. 

National Permanent Benefit Building Society.—The Master of the 
Rolls has by an order dated Aug 24, appointed Samuel Barrow, 24, 
Gresham-st, to be offiicial liquidator. Creditors are reqdired, on or 
before Oct 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Samuel Barrow, 24, Gresham-st. Nov 
12 at 12is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts 
and claims. 

Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, Aug. 9, 1867. 
Corbin, Eliz Matilda, sone Park-rd, Clapham, Spinster. Oct 15, 


Cross v Lamb, V.C. Stuart. 
Dene, Edwd, Buckingham, Major. Oct 21. Dewes wv King, V.C, 


Stuart. 
Dae A Jewry-st, Aldgate, Tailor. Oct il. Walker v Duke, V.C. 


ie. ae Brighton, Sussex, Gent. Sept 30, Flower » Abbott, 
Stuai 

Gilpin, Wm Edward, Farnham-pl, Gravel-lane, Southwark. Oct 20. 
Foord v Thomas, V.C. Stuart 

Holden, Wm, Gt Malvern, Worcester, Esq. Oct22. Holden »v Dickin- 
son, V.C. Malins. 

—— Erasmus, Southsea, Southampton, Esq. Sept 30. Ports- 
mouth, &c, Banking Company v Jackson, V.C. Wood. 

Jelks, John, Charles-st, Soho-sq, Confectioner. Oct\9. Jelks v Battis- 

tuart. 


combe, V.C. S 

Killmaster, Richd, Swinbrook, Oxford, Farmer. Oct 22. Killmaster 0 
Killmaster, V.C. Malins. 

— — Chas, Newmead, Radnor, Gent. Sept 30. Pugh » Pugh, 

tuart. 

Sharp, Clarissa Rebecca, Exmouth-st, Commercial-rd, East, Widow. 
Sept 9. Sharp v Matthews, V.C. Malins. 

Sharp, Joseph, High-st, a, Berengh, Licensed Victualler. Sept9. Sharp 
v Matthews, V.C. Malins. 


Shaw, Jas gene Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Esq. Oct 26. Goddard 
v Shaw, V.C. Malin ary we 
Sept 30. 


Smith, Matilda, Teomntininie Camberwell, Spinster. 
White te » Rownson, V. C. St juart. 

Tavener, Rebt, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Grocer. Oct. 1. Hibbert v Crannas, 

Nov 1. 


Wilshin » Wilshin, 


. C. Stuart. 
Tower, paeeeien, Crookham, Torquay, Devon. Tower v 
Tower, os 
2. 


. RK, 
Wilshin, John, High-st, Fulham, Draper. 
V. OC. Malins. 


Tuespay, Aug. 13, 1867. 

Archbutt, Saml, Effingham-house, West-hill, Putney-heath, Gent. 
Oct 15. Archbutt 0 Archbutt, V.C. Stuart. 

Blackwell, Eardley John, Ampney-park, Gloucester, Esq. Nov l. 
Blackwell 0 Blackwell, V.0. Stuart. 

er “= Matthews, Bath, Somerset, Esq. Oct 29. Hunt v White, 

.C, Malins. 

Campbell, Fredk Jas, White Horse-rd, West Croydon, Cooper. Oct 15. 
Plews v Campbell, V.C. Stuart. 

Clay, Jessy, Bray, Berks, Widow. Oct1. Loch v Bazley, M.R. 

Eales, John Fras, Wimbledon, Surrey, Grocer. Oct 19. Bales v Eales, 


V.C. Malins. 
Granger, Fredk, Stretham, Cambridge, Gent. Oct 19. Read v Lud- 
dington, V.C. Stuart. 
bt — Railway Company. Oct 10. Waterlow o Tracy, V.C. 
Ss. 
a el Edwd, Dublin, Ireland. Oct 30. Collier v Collier, V.C. 


Ibbetson, Saml, Genseley, York, Cloth Manufacturer. Septl6. Smith 
v Winter, V.C. Wood. 
Johnson, Wm, Ly Reta Tichfield-st, Licensed Victualler. Oct 19. Bond v 


Johnson, V.C. 
Thorpe Malsor, Northampton, Esq. Oct 19. 


Maunsell, Thos Philip. 
Maunsell » Maunsell, Y. C. Stuart. 
Palmer v 
Collier v 


Palmer, Philip, Wood-st, Cheapside, Merchant. Oct 1. 
Palmer, V.C. Stuart. 

Poole, Mr, Newry, Ireland, Miniature Painter. Oct 30. 
Collier, V.C. Stuart. 

Scott, Susan, Cumberiand-st, “st, Hyde-pk, and Margaret Brady. Oct 30. 
Collier v Collier, V.C. W 

Serle, Rev Philip, Oddington, Oxford, Clerk. Oct 1. Serle v Mitchell, 
M. Re 

Stevens, John, ae, Cornwall, Hotelkeeper. Sept 15. Bray v 


Stevens, V.C. 
Troup, Jas, Clifford’s-inn, Gent. Sept 15. Troup v Troup, V.C. 
White v White, V.C. 


Malins. 
White, John, Park-hall, Derby,Esq. Oct 1. 
Stuart. 


Crevitors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, Aug. 9, 1867. 
Balne, John Humphrey Pinhorn, Southampton, Builder. Oct 1. 
Nethersole & Speechly, New-inn. 
Braby, Harriet, Maismore-sq, Peckham, Spinster. Sept 20. Paterson, 
Winchester-bldgs. 
Brickwood, John Strettell, Tonbridge-wells, Kent, Esq. Oct 6. Barnes 
& Bernard, Gt oe Msj ea oe ® 
Dow Sam}, righton, Sussex, jor. Pp’ Martineau 
Reid Ray bldgs, Gray’s-inn 


Jones, Raid, Raymond bigs, ¢ Clock Maker. Sept 28. Lloyd, Lampeter. 





962 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Aug. i7, 1867, 








Little, Anna Victoria, Bloomfield, Old Charlton, Kent, Widow. Sept 
16. Hayes & Co, Russell-sq. 

— Hy, Kencott, Oxford, Farmer. Sept 20. Price & Sons, Bur- 

Satterthwaite, Michael, Preston, Lancaster, out of business. Sept 3. 

s & Dean, Preston. 

=. Malsall Wood, Stafford, Farmer. Oct 1. Barnett & Co, 

Tessier, Louis, St Leonards’-on-Sea, Sussex, Gent. Sept 14. Wright 
& Botner, London-st, Fenchurch-st. 

Underwood, Joseph, Leicester, Manufacturer. Sept 1. Stone & Co, 
Leicester. 

Viel, Eliz, George-st, Euston-sq, Spinster. Oct 1. Duncan & Murton, 

Southampton-st, Bloomsbury. 


TuEspay, Aug. 13, 1867. 


Beaumont, Benj, Uxbridge, Middx, Coach Maker. 
bridge & Sons, Uxbridge. 


Berry, Hy, ra a Lancaster, Plumber. Handsley & Artin- 
dale, Burnley. 


Tieming Geo, Birm, Brass Caster. Nov. Stubbs & Fowke, oe 
field, Saml, Dunkenfield, Chester, Hat Manufacturer. Oct | 
eos Ashton-under- Lyne. 
Oct 10. Thompson, 


yn 

Saws Wilsford, Lincoln, Farmer. 

Hughesden, Andrew, Prince-st, Deptford, Wood Merchant. Sept 29. 
Sandom & Kersey, Gracechurch-st. 

yy me Jas Putrick, Fir-grove, Brixton, Captain. Oct 1. Hedges 


man, Red Lion-sq, Bloomsbury. 
— ‘thos, Burnley, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. Oct 1. Handsley 
Darton, Ashton-under-Lyne. 


Artindale, Burnley. 
Naylor, Thos, ‘Leicester, Gent. Oct 1. 
Reddish, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. Nov 8. 
Claye & Son, Mane h, 


Newton, Michael, 

ee Joseph, BY neer-villas, Croydon, Gent. Sept 21. Wit- 
hall, Farliament-st. a 4 

Radelifie, =, Rosanna Derby, Brighton, Sussex, Widow. Oct 1. Murray, 

bostye tag Ashford, Derby, Gent. Sept 29. W. & B. Wake, Shef- 

Spencer, John, Burnley, Lancaster, Cotton Spinner. Oct 1. Hand- 
sley & Artindale, Burnley. 

Stammers, Edwd, Strand. Sept7. Smith & Guscotte, Essex-st. 

Swainson, Anthony, Grassendale, Lancaster, Esq. Aug3!. Buck & 
D ickson, Preston. 

Tappen, Mary Ann Eliz, Bradshaw House, Lewisham-rd, Widow. Sept 


7. Smith & Guscotte, Essex-st, Strand. 


Taylor, Robt, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Gent. Oct 10. Thomp- 
son, Grant ham 


Tozer, Richd, Gt Smith-st, Westminster, Modeller. Sept 12. Robin- 
son, Jermyn-st. 


wusiec, Nathaniel, Radford, Nottingham, Baker. Sept 10. Heath, 

ottin 

Woodfield, Ellen, L’andudno, Carnarvon, Lodging-house Keeper. Oct 
5. Reece & Farrant, Llandudno. 
Woodriffe, Jane, Sydney, New South Wales, Widow. 
ray, Whitehall-pl, 


Breeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Frrpay, Aug. 9, 1867. 
—— ss Lamb’s Conduit-st, Cheesemonger. July 17. Comp 


Reg A x iy 
y, Bedford-sq, Esq. Augé. Asst. 


Bradley, H 
yn Wa, Uttoxeter, Stafford, Boot Dealer. Aug2. Comp. Reg 
ug 


Butt, Geo, Worcester, Stonemason. Aug5. Comp. Reg Aug 7. 
ges, Bor John Hinton, Eardisland, Hereford, Clerk. July 11. Comp. 


mee Horatio John, Mile-end-rd, Oilman. July 12. Comp. Reg 
een ae Ward, Lombard-st, Merchant. July 13. Reg 
= ” ame , Collingtree, Northampton, Baker. July8. Asst. Reg 
clarke, Robt, Preston, Lancaster, Printer. July 19, Comp. Reg 
Caveanin, Edwd, Passy, Paris, Professor of French. June 4. Comp. 
Cook, Joho, Rock-ter, Camberwell, Builder. Aug 3. Comp. Reg 
oon Richd mate, jun, High-st, Southwark, Jeweller. Aug 3. 


Comp p- Reg A ~ bes 
Coles, Mark, Gresham-st, Auctioneer. July 31. Comp. Reg Aug 9. 


, David, Barking-rd, Essex, Publican. July 17. Comp. Reg 


ug 8. 
Cowan, Jas, South-st, Lambeth, Draper. Aug?. Comp. Reg Aug 8. 
Oa's Geo, Stourbridge, Worcester, Tailor. July 22. Asst. Reg 


Dorr ‘Fredk Hy, Crisp-st, Bromley, Baker, Aug 6. Comp. Reg 
vawards Acne, Pontypool, Monmouth, Innkeeper. July 15. Asst. 
Ang 8 

Elliott, John, Bristol, Clerk. July m. Sp. Reg Aug 7. 

Pile, Wm, Royston, , Brazier. uly 15. Asst. Reg Aug 

—_ ——, Kingston- -upon- Hull, Pub can. July 31. =’ ‘Reg 
este, A game Leinster-sq, Bayswater, Gent. July 24, Comp. 
taser, Albert, Kingswood, Gloucester, Clerk. Aug6. Comp. Reg 
Fsirburn, Thos, & Walker Watson, Leeds, York, Bricklayers. July 9. 

Asst. Reg Aug 6. 
<oo,om, Longton, Stafford, Smaliwure Dealer. Aug 2, Comp. Reg 
ng 6, 
Gisborne ~ em, Newton, West Strand, Engineer. Aug 3, Comp. 


ug 7. 
Goldman, Albert, and Abrabam Collins, Lpool, Hat Manufacturer. 
Aug4. Comp. Reg Aug 8. 


Oct 6. Wood- 
Oct I. 


March 1, Mur- 


Peg Aug 8. 


Asst. 





—__ 


as 5 Wm, Highgate, Middx, Jobmaster. June 29. Comp. Reg 
ug 5 
— Chas, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Hardwareman. July 2, 


Au 
Hudson = Nesres, St ~ aa mtaca Westbourne-pk, Gent, 
ug 2. Comp. 
Hughes, Joseph Ferdinand Wednesbury, Stafford, Comm Agent. 
Aug 5. Comp. Reg Au 
Jamieson, se Ashton-un eee Machine Maker. July 12. Asst, 
July 16. Asst, 


Reg Aug 7 
ve Peter, South Shields, Furniture Dealer. 
8. 
Joho, By Matthew, Pembroke Dock, Blacksmith. Aug 1. Comp. Reg 
Lembrisin Constantine, Manch,Comm Merchant, Aug 1. 
eg Aug 7 
Tagrer Ferdinand, Welverhampton, Stafford, Grocer. 
Augs. 
Llo 4, Robt, Lpool, Licensed Victualler. July 10. Comp. Reg Angi. 
M by Chas, Luton, Bedford, Relieving Officer. Aug 8. Coup, 
Rez Au 
Mansell, Hy John Semenny: Coombe Villa, New Malden, Gent, 
July 18. Asst. Reg Aug 
Marriott, bs Nottingham, , Manufacturer. July 20. Comp, 


Reg Aug 
Martin, Hob, Leadenhall-st, Ship & Insurance Broker July 16. Assi, 
Aug 


Mitchell, A Thos, Bennet soltnge, Commercial-rd, Peckham, 
Warehouseman. Aug |. mp. Reg Aug 

Meee, Edwin, Prisoner ‘for Debt, Hop Merchant. Aug 6. Comp, 
eg Aug 

Mosley, Albert Chas, Lpool, Cotton Sroker. Augl. Inspectorship, 


Na oh t-te Finsbury, Braid Manufacturer. July 9. Asst, 

oldaker, ‘Thos a ye ae a , Park-rd, New Peckham, Gent. 
a, if 

omnes John, Tool, Fish 4 Provision Dealer. Aug8. Comp. Reg 
ug 9. 

foer, Chas, Huddersfield, York, Commercial Traveller. July 2%, 

Asst. Reg Aug 7. 
rassee. Jas, Blackburn, Lancaster, Draper. July 13. Asst. Reg 
Reg Aug 9 


Pullen i Richd, Hunslet, Leeds, Surgeon. Aug 2. Asst. 
ye a Howard, New Bond-st, Jeweller. July 29. Comp. Reg 


ait, em Bath, Somerset, Coachbuilder. July 17. Asst. Reg 
ug 8. 


ig 
Rawcliffe, Maria Louisa, Queen’s-rd, Bayswater, Ladies’ Outfitter, 
July 1), Asst. Reg Aug 7. 
Reed, Richd, Preston, Lancaster, Chinaware Dealer. July 23. Comp. 


Re 

Rees Sam Neath, Glamorgan, Innkeeper. Asst. Reg 

Ryland. pos & Thos Lyttleton Holt, Birm, Newspaper Proprietors. 
July 31. “- Reg Aug 8. 

Schofield, Jas ulme, Manch, General Merchant. July 18. Asst. 


Reg Aug 
shat, Josh ‘Wm, Sheffield, Wire Rope Manufacturer. July 13. Asst, 


g 7. 
sibies, Did, ee Stortford, Herts, out of business. July 19 
Comp. Reg A ug 9. 
ete = Philip-lane, Wood-st, Warehouseman. Aug!. Comp, 


Comp. 
Aug l. Comp, 


July 10. 


Au 
Pm. Sy Win, gg! a fy ors + Wecries Colliery Proprietor. June 10, 


Inspectorship. Reg Aug 8 
Simpson, John, Lpool, Draper. Augl. Asst. Reg Aug 9. 
— Prins) & Hy James, Manch, Manufacturers © ial 13. Comp. 


stasEridie Chas, New Bond-st. July 25. Comp. Reg Aug 7. 
Steele, sen Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Draper. Aug2. Asst, 


Reg Aug 

Stepenson, Jabez, Thorne, York, Draper. July 11. Asst. Reg 

siietiand, Geo, ey a Caledonian-rd, Molloway, Engraver. Aug 
5. Comp. Reg Aug 

oie, Wm Green, is. Lincoln, General Dealer. July 13, Asst 

g Aug 

atortbetow, Geo Hole, Burleigh-cottages, Althorpe-rd, Wandsworth- 
common, Clerk. July 15. Comp. Reg Aug 

Townend, John me oy ae & Jas Decabiom, Manch, Merchants. 
July 12. Asst. 

ward, Edwd, Gospel ol bak thet Station, Kentish Town, Coal Merchant. July 
24. Asst. Reg Aug 6 

Warlow, Wm, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, House Builder. Aug 2. 
Asst. Reg Aug 7. 

i ~*~ Tarner-at, Commercial-rd East, Draper. July 23, Asst. 

Aug 8 
Winget, Wm, Stanhope: st, Hampstead-rd, Pianoforte Maker. July 
Asst. Reg Aug 7. 


Tugspay, Aug, 13, 1867. 
Adcock, er Camden-rd, Holloway, Auctioneer. Aug 1. 
Reg Au ug 10. 
Alen. tp Thos Harris, Torquay, Devon, Baker. July 23. Comp. Reg 
Anouckian, Essai Messrob, Manch, Merchant. Augi0, Comp. Reg 


Jnly 15. Asst. Reg Aug 10. 
Barder, Trimming Manufacturer, July 17. Asst. 


barker, chins Hy, Pontefract, York, Whitesmith, Aug 8. Comp, Beg 
ug 10, 

Baelom, te Betaetch, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Ship Chandler. July 22. Asst. 
Bennett, vin David, Farnham, Surrey, Draper. July 22, Comp. 


Boothe. Fics, Manch, Tobacconist, Aug 2, Asst. Reg Aug !0, 


Comp. 


Aug i2, 
Barber, Wm, Iperich, Banal, » Grocer, 


Lonis, Manc 
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Boutwood, Thos, — Bedford, Straw Hat Manufacturer. July 23. 
Asst. Reg . 

Bower, Joseph Birm, Brewer. July 16. Com Aug 12. 
Brewer, Jas Seiad Pg caker es Deter. teeta, 


mee Wm Dawson, Bloxwich, Stafford, Iron Merchant. Aug 2. 
ug 13, 
wd Wm, & Jas Gordon . Greenhithe, Kent, Barge 
ig 2 ig July 16. Asst. Reg Aug 12 
Buck, gad Birm, Earthenware Dealer. Aug 7. Comp. Reg 
0. 
Avy, Chas, & Jonathan Buckley, Oldham, Lancaster, Cotton 
spinners July 18, Asst. Reg A 
ones Clerkenwell, Goldsmith. July 13. 
—. 


"eg $2. 

Clarke, Chas Hy, Paternoster-row, Publisher. July 16. Comp. Reg 
oar, Joho, Westminster-bridge-rd, Carver. Aug 10. Comp. Reg 
cintagian, Robt Muir, Lpool, Draper. July 20, Comp. Reg 


Oe rd, Clifton, Bristol, Grocer, July 15. Asst. 
Dat Jacob, Dale. st, Spitalfields, Glass Cutter. yen S. 


pant he, © Curtain-rd, Shoreditch, Gasfitter. July 27. Comp. Reg 


je ie: John, Swansea, Glamorgan, July 15. Asst. Reg Aug 8. 
Brane, John, Llanllechid, Carnarvon, Chemist. July 20. Asst. Reg 
Au 
Md Eawd, & Edwd Pywell, Bath, Butchers, July 24. Asst. Reg 
i} 


Aug 13. 
Garite, Mary Ann, Halifax, York, Bolt Maker. July 22. Asst. Reg 
3. 


Aug 13. 

queer, Joseph Bradford, Yorkshire, Machine Broker. July 16. 
Asst. Reg Aug 

i Jas, London-wall, Watchmaker. July 15. Asst. Reg 


10. 
our Fae, Gt Grimsby, Lincoln, Smack Owner. July 25. Asst. 
Reg Aug | 
Harris, ied, Lpool, Grocer. Aug9. Comp. Reg Aug 
py" 5 m, St George-st East, Outfitter. fj a3. Comp. 
u 
Hews, Rob Robt, London-rd, Saddler. July 29. Comp. Reg Aug 12, 
Higgens, Fredk John, Cardigan-pl, Mg Kenningtoa-lane, no occu- 
10. Comp. Reg Aug 
Hill, Wm, e' orick Thornly, Manch, ‘Tailors, July 13. Asst. Reg 
Aug 9. 


Haghes, Geo, Llandilo, Carmarthen, Ironmonger. July 15, Asst. 
Asst. Reg Aug 12. 
Hant, =f Wy North Moor Green, Somerset, Clerk. July 20. Comp. 


Reg A\ 
-_ ohn, Neyland, Pembroke, Engineer. 
Aug 10. 
Lishman, Thos, Durham, Foreman, Geo Douglas Leng, & Andrew 
Smiles Fowler, Iron Manufacturers. July 16. Asst. Reg Aug 9. 
Lovett, Wm Hy, ringham-gardens, Ealing, Builder. Aug 5, 
Legg oa Reg Aug 13. 
Mallinson, John ba. Win Knapton, Wortley, Leeds, Cardmakers. 


Jaly 23, ehd, 

— eld. Tool Manufacturer. Aug 8. Comp. Reg 
duro Jouph Hall, Whitechapel-rd, Draper. July 18. Asst. 
Mocheyne, a Walsall, Stafford, Chemist. Aug 1. Comp. Reg 


Aug 13. 
McGhie, Thos Sumner, Lpool, Printer. Aug 9. Comp. Reg Aug 10. 
Morgan, a br roke Dock, Pembroke, Blacksmith, Aug 7. 
Au 
Nene a biy, Rad Riddines, Derby, Chemist. July 23. Comp. Reg Aug 9. 
br © over, Jas, Burnley, Lancaster, Grocer. July 17. Asst. Reg 


ug 12, 
Pike Sas, Oxford, Hop Merchant, July 24. Comp, Reg Aug 10. 
Rider, Sain}, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancaster, Grocer. July 17. Asst. 
Ryland, Geo Soo, & | sie Hanbury Ryland, Birm, Coal Dealers. 
ans’. ng 7 Re 
sa Wm, Ware, ont 4 Miller. Aug6. Comp. Reg Aug 
, Matthew, Palm-st, Grove-rd, Silk Dresser. July 17. rh 


Soke, snd yyy Bridgwater, Somerset, Bookseller. Aug 9. 
ug 
Steepe, hos, Oldham, Lancaster, Grocer. Aug 1. Comp. Reg 


Aug 10 

ery Bawa Saml, Little Hadden, Hertford, Miller. July 16. Asst. 
g Aug 

sr Sahn Long Sutton, Lincoln, Baker. July 17. Asst. Reg 


Thomson, William, & David Thomas Shaw, ay oe India-avenve, Lead- 
enhal! “xb, Merchants, Aug6, Asst. Reg Aug 13. 
Tonge, J toe Sang Sutton, Lincoln, Wine Merchant. July 15. Comp, 


Reg 
Weddle, Sas, » Camberwell-pk, Fancy Goods Dealer. July 24. Asst. 


Reg Aug 13: 
BSankrupts. 
Farpay, Aug. 9, 1867, 
To Surrender in London. 


Appleby, Wm Sutton, Kelvedon, Essex, outof business. Pet Aug 5, 
Pepys. Aug 21 atl2. Jones, Colchester. 


Aag 3. Comp. Reg 


Basébé, Wm, The Hawks, yg Printer. Pet Aug !. Pepys. 


Soe Hy, Ge fee te wf hemi: Pr 
Gt armouth No a ee, Yet Aug 5. Pepys. 
ug 28 at 1. Co, Basinghal . oF 
th, Wm, Peleeeeee ue Date, oe . Aug 5. Pepys. Aug 28 
at S Hilbery, Crutched-friars. 

, Claremont-p), agg Euston-rd, Railway Contractor, 
Re ly Si. Pepys, Aug20 at |. Ricketts, Frederick-st, Gray’s- 





Eee hae eek a ve-pl, Pimlico, Attorney. Pet 
re gg A Tr Miles, Gckenoanrat 

Collins, John, Priso Debt, London. Pet Aug 7 (for pan). 

ota Aug 29 us i. “oo Guildhall-chambers, Basing- 

. Pet Aug 1. wet 


Comyn, Thos Ross, Mare-st, Secretary 

Aug 2iatll. Lawrence & Co, Od Jewry-chainbers 

Dehn, John, Church-lane, Commercial-rd East, Whitechapel, Boo’ 
Maker. Pet Aug 2. Per = Aug 22 at ll. Wood, Basinghall-st 

—- Cornelius Thos, Southampton, Grocer. Pet Aug 5. Pepys. 
Aug 22at1. Paterson & Sons, Bouverie-st. 

Ford, Wm, Victoria-cottages, St John’s-hill, New Wandsworth, 
Tailor. Pet Aug6. Pepys. Aug 28 at I. Harrison, Basinghall-st. 

Farman, Hy, Blackheath-rd, Greenwich, Greengrocer. Aug 5. 
Aug 22at1. Morrison, Greenwich-rd. 
mery, Wm, Lockwood-rd, Drummond-rd, Bermondsey, Master 

mer. Pet July 12. Aug 29 at Il. Hope, Ely-pl. 

Gilkes, John, Brigton, Sussex, Grocer. Pet Aug 7. Depyn. Aug 29. 
atll. Siers, New-inn. 

Gillings, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Aug7. Pepys. Aug. 
29at12. Buchanan, Basinghall-st. 

Golding, Wm Hy, Grays, Essex, no occupation. Pet Aug!. Pepys.. 
Aug 2latll. Kinsford & Co, Essex-st, Strand. 

Gosling, Jacob, Murray-st, New North- rd, out of business, Pet Aug 
7. Pepys. Aug23at1. Edwards, Bush-lane. 

Horton, Saml Naylor, Potato-market, King’s-cross, Potato Merchant. 
Pet Aug 2. Pepys. Aug2latl2. Poole, Bartholomew-close. 

Klapper, Albert, Grove-rd, Mile-end-rd, Baker. Pet Aug 5. Pepys. 
Aug 28 at ll. Brighten, Bishopsgate-st Without. 

Melson, Selim, Hatton-garden, Holbern, bene Pet July 29. 
Pepys. Aug 20 at 12. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pi, Holborn. 

Monypenny, Phillips, Hadlow, nr oe Kent, no trade. Pet 
July 31. Pepys. Aug 28ati. Wilks, H 

Mussabini, Neocles Gaspard, Prisoner for Debt, Londom. Pet Aug 5 
(for pau). Pepys, Aug 22 atl. , Bow-st, Covent-garden . 

“e Butler Chas, Weitzel House, Ki -rd, Oiiman. Pet Aug 7. 

sn Aug 29 at 12. Cooper, Portman-st, Portman-sq. 

Newland, Abraham, jun, Cobham, Surrey, Builder. Pet Aug 1. Pepys. 
Aug 21 at 12. Brown, Basinghall-st. 

Nuttall, Jas, Cardigan-pl, Upper Kennington-lane, out of business. 
Pet Aug 6. Pepys. Aug28at!2. Wilkins & Co, St Swithin’s-lane. 

Nye, Anthony, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Aug 2 (for pana). 
Pepys. Aug 22atil. Dobie, Basinghall-st, 

Parker, Richd, Gladstone-st, Battersea, Builder. Pet Aug6. Pepys. 
Aug 28 ati2. Medcalf, Coleman-st. 

Passefond, Mathias Albert, Quadrant, Regent-st, Hair nae Pet 
Aug6. Pepys. Aug 28at12. Harrison, Basinghall-s 

Rohrs, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Aug 7 (for ai Pepys. 
Aug 29 at 12. Pittman, Gui) -chambers. 

Scott, John Hy, Guildhall. chambers, Basinghall-st, Comm Agent. 
Pet Aug 5. Pepys. Aug 22at1l. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st, 

Serjeant, Hannah, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Aug 2 (for pan). 
Aug 28 at 11. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Smith, Jas, Bedford, Beer Retailer. Pet Aug6. Pepys. Aug 28 at 
12, Richardson, ola Jewry-chambers, 

Vernon, Benj, West-side, Wimbledon-common, Gardener. Pet Aug 
5. Pepys, Aug 28 at 11. Hope, Ely-pl, Holborn. 

Vollmeyer, Friedrich Wilhelm, Aldermanbury, Importer. Pet Aug 5. 
Pepys. Aug 22at1. Tucker, Southampton: lane, 
Wagner, Adam, Hartley-st, Bethnal-green, Baker, Pet Aug 6. Pepys. 

Aug 28 at 12. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 
Wallis, Felix, Northfleet, Kent, Builder. Pet Aug 3. Pepys. Aug 22 
at 12. Debenham, Poultry. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Ball, Thos, Southport, eo out of business. Pet Aug 3. Guest, 
Birm, Aug 22at10. Parry, B 
Barker, Jas, Leeds, York, Shoe Dealer. Pet Aug7. Leeds, Aug 22 at 
11. Harle, Leeds. 
Bate, Thomas, Birm, Poultry Dealer’s Assistant. Pet Aug1l. Guest. 
Birm, Aug 22 at 10. Parry, Birm 
Bennett, Tsaac, Blaina, Monmouth, out of business. Pet Aug. 
She: . Tredegar, Aug 27 at 12. Evans, Brynmaur. 
Cliff, Thos, Wrawby, Lincoln, Farm Labourer. Pet Aug 6. Hett. 
Brigg, Aug 26 at il. Robbs, Brigg. 
Collins, John, Fulwood, Lancaster, M.D. Pet Aug 5. Myers. Preston, 
Aug 24at 10. Plant & Abbott, Preston. 
Crossland, Wm Hampson, Chapel-en-le-Frith, Derby, Grocer. Pet 
e., 7. Chapel-en-le-Frith, Aug 20 at 12. Goodman, Chapel-en-le- 
Frith, 
paw, John, Lpool, Greengrocer. Pet Aug 6. Hime. Lpool, Aug 
20 at 3. Blackhurst, Lpool. 
Dexter, John, New Basford, Nottingham, Grocer. Pet Aug 5. 
Patchitt. Nottingham, Oct 9 at!l, Heath, No ham. 
Ditchtield, Geo Prescot, sen, Prisoner for Debt, Lpool. Adj July 13. 
Wason. Birkenhead, Aug 19 at 10. Barker, Lpoo 
Edwards, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Fisherton Anger. Adj July 29. 
Norris. Aug 17 at 1 
Fairweather, Robt, Middlesbrocgh, York,Grocer. Pet Aug 5. Crosby. 
Stookton-on-Tees, Aug 2! atll. Bainbridge, Middlesbrough. 
Gardner, John, Birm, out of business. Pet July 31. Guest. Birm, 
Aug 22at 10. Ansell, Birm. 
Geddon, Wm, Horwich, Lancaster, Joiner. Pet Aug 7. Holden. 
Bolton, Aug 2) at 10. Ramwell, Bolton. 
Harding, John, Oakford, Devon, Grocer, Pet Aug 6. Daw. Tiverton, 
Aug 20 at It. Loosemore, Tiverton. 
Herbert, Geo, Birkenhead, Chester, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Aug |. 
Wason. Birkenhead, Aug 19 at 10. Anderson, Birkenhead. 
Hewer, Geo, Ellen Hewer,& Frank Hewer, Soe Butchers, Pet 
Aug 5, Birm, Aug 23 at 19. Bodenam & James, 
Hickton, Geo, Nottingham, Agent. Pet Aug 6, biren Aug 37 tli. 
Belk, Nottingham. 
Hudson, Jas, Costessey, Norfolk, Licensed oe agg Pet Aug 5. 
Palmer. Norwich, Aug 26 at 11. Sadd, Norwi 
James, John, jun, Lisworney, Glam eo Pet Aug 5. 
Lewis. Bridgend, Aug 20 at 12. Mi eton, Bridgend. 
Jeans, John, jun, Southsea, out of business. Pet Aug 2. Howard. 
Portsmouth, Aug 26 at 12, White, Porteea, 
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Keller, Thos, Irthlingborough, Northampten, Shoemaker. Pet Aug 6. 
Burnham. Wellingborough, Aug 30 at 10. Cook, Wellingborough. 


Kennerley, Joseph, Manch, Tailor’s Foreman. Pet Aug 7. Murray, 


Manch, Aug 21 at !!. Leigh, Manch. : 
Kew, John, Goring-heath, Oxford, Fruiterer. Pet Aug 5. Atkinson 
Wallingford, Aug 23 at 11. Smith, Readin 
Langceake, Mary, Ellenborough, Cumber!: 
Waugh. Cockermouth, Aug 29 at 1. Hayton, Cockermouth. 
Lewis, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Fint. AdjJuly 15. Porter. Chester, 
Aug 2i at 12. Roper, Mold 


Lines, Thos, Birm, Fishmonger. Pet July 26. Guest. Birm, Aug 
22at10. Parry, Birm. i 
Lockwood, Wm Fredk, Morpeth, Northumberland, Teacher of Music. 
Pet Aug 6. Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Aug 22 at 12. Hoyle 
& Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Lyth, Wm, Rusholme, Manch, Salesman. Pet Aug6. Kay. Manch, 
Aug 20 at 9.30. Eltoft & Hampson, Manch. 

Madeley, John, Birm, Leather Agent. Pet July 3. Guest. Birm, 
Aug 22 at 10. Parry, Birm. . 

Mainwaring, John, Cwmsaibren, Glamorgan, Colliery Labourer. Pet 
Aug6. Morga... Neath, Aug 27 atll. Thomas, Pontypridd. 

Mitchell, John, Blackburn, Lancaster, Labourer. Pet Aug 5. Bolton. 
Blackburn, Sept2at!. Smith, Blackburn. : 

Muddyman, Wm, Birm, out of business. Pet June 18. Guest. Birm, 
Aug 22.at 10, East,Birm. : , 

Norman, Jas, Whitby, York, Coach Builder. Adj July 20, Leeds, 
Aag 19 at 11. 

: , Jas, Long Marston, Hertford, Victualler. Pet Aug 5. Wat- 

son, Aylesbury, Aug 30 at 10. Jones, Aylesbury, : 

Pears, Wm, jun, Birm,outef business. PetJuly 11. Guest. Birm, 
Aug 22 at 10. East, Birm. : 

Phillips, Jas, Kimbolton, Hereford, Mason. Pet Aug 1. Robinson. 
Leominster, Aug 26 at 10. Carless, jun, Hereford. 

Porter, Robt, Swaffham, Norfolk. Pet Aug 5. Swaffham, Aug 20 at 
10. Sewell, Swaffham. : 

Prout, Hy, jun, Loughborough, Leicester,Grocer. Pet Aug 7. 
Loug! , Aug 21a8 11. Giles, Sa ey 

Radford, Robt, Newark-upon-Trent, Nottingham, Butcher. Pet Aug 
6. Newton. Newark, Aug 2lati2. Ashley, Newark. 

Reeves, Frederick, Ashton-juxta-Birm, out of business. Pet Aug 5. 
Guest. Birm, Aug 22at10. Duke, Birm. 

Roberts, Eliz, Ruthin, Denbigh, Grocer. Pet July 24, Edwards. 
Ruthin, Aug 23 at 11. Louis, Ruthin. 

Saxelby, John, Little Derby-hill, Etwall, Derby, Scrap Iron Dealer. 
5. Weller. Derby, Aug 2latll. Briggs, Derby. 

Shephard, John Heathcote, Barton, Nottingham, Carrier. Pet Aug 6. 
Patchitt. Nottingham, Oct9at1l. Belk. Nottingham. 

Smith, John Pearce, Hayle, Cornwal!, Flour Dealer. Pet Aug 6, 
Exeter, Aug 31 at 2. Borlase & Milton, Penzance. 

Sutton, Elijah, Tivetshall, St Margaret, Norfolk, Horse Breaker. Pet 
Aug7. Lyus. Harleton, Aug 21 atll. Browne, Diss. 

Taylor, Joseph, Wednesbury, Stafford, Gasfitting Manufacturer, Pet 
Aug7. Birm, Aug 23 at 12. 

Thomas, Thos, Tailbach, Glamorgan, Labourer, Pet Aug 3. Morgan. 
Neath, Aug 20 at 11. Kempthorne, Neath 

Tyson, Wm, Wavertree, nr Lpool, Builder. Pet Aug 7. Lpool, Aug 
20atll. Francis & Almo pool. 

White, Job, Birm, Journeyman Printer. Pet July 2. Guest. Birm, 
Aug 22at10. Parry, Birm. 

White, Wm Geo, Tinhead, Wilts, Dairyman. Pet Aug 7. Wilde. 
Bristol, Aug 21 at 11. Bartrum, Bath. 

White, Thos, Whitchurch, Buckingham, Blacksmith. Pet Aug 6. 
Watson. Aylesbury, Aug 24 at tl. Neve, Luton. 

Whitehouse, Richd, & John Whitehouse, West Bromwich, Stafford, 
ae rs. Pet Aug 6. Birm, Aug 23 at 12. Wainwright, 

ey. 


Whitlock, Fredk, Birm, Foreman to a Photographer. Pet June 27. 
Guest. Birm, Aug 22at10. East, Birm. 
Williamson, Wm, Kingston-upon-Hull, Iron Broker. Pet Aug 6. 
Phillips. Kingston-upon-Hull, Aug 20 at 11. Chester, Hull. 
dley, Ann, Birm, out of business. Pet Aug 3, Guost, 
Birm, Aug 22 at 10. Fallows, Birm. 


Torspay, Aug. 13, 1867. 
To Surrender in London. 
Archard, Matthew, Crutched Friars, Carman. Pet Aug 8. Murray. 
Aug 26 ati!. Pullen, Botolph-lane. 
Bauer, John, China-pl, Back-rd, St George’s East, Baker. Pet Aug 7. 
Pepys. Aug29at7. Hi & Co, Fenchurch-bdgs. 
Brodie, Edwd Benj, Leytonstone-rd, Stratford, out of business. Pet 
Ang? (for pau). Pepys. Aug 29at1. Jones, Chelmsford. 
Brown, Chas Jas, Hi Poplar, Carman. Pet Aug6. Pepys. 
28 at 12, Hall, 1 seeng , . ae 
Catehpole, Robt, Park-rd, Old Ford-rd, Bow, Dealer in Wine. Pet Aug 
7. Pepys. Aug 29at il. Angell, Guildhall-yard. 
Cumper, Geo, New-rd, Woolwich, Saddler. Pet Aug 8. Pepys. Aug 
29 at 1. . eae. 
Dawes, Walter, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Aug 8(for pau). Pepys. 
np & Co, Vege Stes, Sry etna. 
, Edmonds-rd, Old Ford, » Pet Aug 6. Pepys. 
- Ashley & Co, Frederick’s-pl. 

9 , Wantage, Berks, General 
Aug 27 atll. Pittman l-¢! 
Heffer, Jane, Drury-lane 

at 12, Lawrence 


; Widow. Pet Aug 5. 


ler. Pet Aug 9. Pepys. 


Pepys. Aug 27 


hambers. 
’ . Pet Aug 1, 
Holmes, Jas, Trinity ea Fay ney eee Pet Aug 8 
* “84, m Agent, Pet Aug8. P . 
Aug 29 at i}, Matthews & Co’ Leadenhall-st taney 


“Bt, 

t, Golden-eg, Boot Closer, Pet Aug 7. 
hall-st. 
loxton, out of business. Pet 


Brighten, Bishopsgate-st. 
ad in i. Pet Aug 9. 
Clerk. Pet Aug 9. Pepys. 
ry-pl. 


Cabinet Maker. P 
Aug 6. Pepys. Aug % atl. Drake, Desinghall-st. sites 


, John, Camb 
Pepys. 

Elenck, J 
A 








Sontter, John, jun, Waterloo-st, Camberwell, Currier. Pet Aug 9, 
Pepys. Aug 27at12. Ody, Trinity-st, Southwark. 

Tayler, Stephen, Seething-laue, Canvas Merchant. Pet Aug 8. Pepys, 
Aug 29 atl. Greenwood, Serjeant’s-inn. 

Shand, Wm Francis, London-rd, Greenwich, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
July 31. Pepys. Aug 27 at 12. Haycock, St John-st. 

Steel, Geo, sen, Prisouer for Debt, London. Pet Aug 9 (for pan), 
Pepys. Ang 27 at1l. Brown, Weaver’s-hall, Basinghall-st, 

Watson, Geo Jas, Pear-tree-ter, Holloway-rd, Boot Manufacturer, 
Pet Aug 7. Pepys. Aug 29at1l. King, Queen-st, Cheapside, 

Wigley, Eliza, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Aug 9 (for pan), 
Pepys. Aug27 at 11. Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Wilson, Edwd, Waterloo-ter, Islington, Chemist. Pet Aug 7. Pepys, 
Aug 28 at}. Cartwright, Cecil-st, Strand. 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Antley, Mathew, Birm, Journeyman Blacksmith. Adj} July 19, 
Guest. Birm, Sept 20 at 10. ° 

Archer, Hy, Radforc, Nottingham, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Aug 8, 
Patchitt. Nottingham, Oct9at1!. Belk, Nottingham. 

Barkham, Christopher, Lincoln, Flour Dealer. Pet Aug9, Uppleby. 
Lincoln, Aug 30 at 11. Brown & Son, Lincoln. 

Batch, Jacob, jun, Thorpe Hamlet, Norwich, Paviour. Pet Aug 9. 
Palmer. Norwich, Aug 27 at ll. Stanley, Norwich. 

Betts, John, Bishops Stortford, Hertford, Journeyman Stonemason, 
Pet Aug 7. Unwin, Bishops Stortford, Aug 29 at 11. Baker, 
Bishops Stortford. 

Binns, Joseph,;Leeds, Leather Dresser. Pet Aug 3. Marshall. Leeds, 
Sept 5at 12. Granger & Son, Leeds. e 

Brinton, Alfred, Bewdley, Worcester, out of business. Pet Aug 9, 
Birm, Aug 23 at 12. Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Burrow, John, Plymouth, Marble Mason. Pet Aug 9. Pearce. East 
Sto use, Aug 28at1!. Beer & Rundle, Devonport. 

Calvert, Wm, , Tin Plate Worker. PetAug7. Marshall. Leeds, 
Sept 5at 12. Pullan, Leeds. ' 

Ouae, Jas, neal for Debt, York, Adj July 20. Rankin. Halifax, 

it 13 at 10, 

Dodd, Hy, Monks Coppenhall, Chester, Journeyman Plumber. Pet 
Aug 9. Broughton. Crewe, Sept 19at 10. Sheppard, Crewe. 

Dunn, Jas, Lpool, Bookkeeper. Pet Aug 9. Lpool, Aug 27 at 1. 
Pemberton, Lpool. 

Fish, Wm, Lea-fields, Stafford, out of business. Pet Aug 8. Flint. 
Uttoxeter, Aug 28 at 10. Cooper, Uttoxeter. 

Francies, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Kingston-upon-Hull. Pet Aug 6. 
Phillips. Yorkshire, Aug 26 at 11. Gilder, Hull. 

Gloin, Wm, Tavistock, Devon, Saddler. Pet Aug 10. Exeter, Aug 30 
at 12, Floud, Exeter. 

Haley, John Hannah, Huddersfield, York, Beerseller. Pet May 2, 
Jones. Huddersfield, Sept 2at 10, Leareyd, Huddorsfield. 

Hand, Richd, Aston, Warwick, Beerseller. 
Sept 20 at 10. Burton, Birm. 

Hindley, Wm, Dawley, Salop. Pet Aug 7. Potts. Madeley, Sept 18 
at 12. Walker, Wellington. 

Hindmarsh, Robt, Ridsdale, Northumberland, Labourer. Pet Aug 8. 
Cook. Bellingham, Aug 27 at 2, Taylor, Hexham. 

Holloway, Edwd, Birm, Boot Manufacturer. Pet Aug 8, Guest. Birm, 
Sept 20 at 10. Cheston, Birm, 

Holmes, John, North Muskham, Nottingham, Boot Maker. Pet Aug 
21. Newton. Newark, Aug 21 at12. Ashley, Newark-upon-Trent. 

Hulme, Robt, Heaton, Stafford, Farmer. Pet Aug10. Allen. Leek‘ 
Aug 22 at 11. Redfern, Leek. 

Hulke, Benj, Huddersfield, York, Fish Dealer. Pet July 16. ‘Jones 
Huddersfield, Sept 2at 10. Sykes, Huddersfield, 

Jeynes, Abraham, Longdon Heath, Worcester, Huckster. Pet Aug 8, 
Gough. Upton-upon-Severn, Aug 26 at 11, Wilson, Worcester. 
Laverick, Thos, Sunderland, Durham, Draper. Pet Aug 10. Gibson. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Aug 28 at 12. Haswell, Sunderland. 
Madders, Wm, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Manch. Pet Aug 9. 

ray. Manch, Aug 26at1l. Needham, Manch. 

McIntosh, John, & John Edwd Jones, Lpovl, Grocers. Pet Aug 8. 
Lpool, Aug 27 at 11. Best, Lpoool. 

McKay, Alex, Hakin, Pembroke, Contractor. Pet Aug 7. 
Haverfordwest, Ang 24 at 19.30, Price, Haverfordwest. 

Mee, John, Derby, Nail Manufacturer. Pet Aug8. Ingle. 
Aug 24 at 12. Walker, Belper. 

Morgan, Evan, Newport, Monmouth, Licensed Victualler, 
Wilde. Bristol, Aug 23 at 11. Henderson, Bristol. 

Mose, Jas Sharphouse, Sedgfield, Durham, out of business. 
10. Gibson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Aug 28 at 12. Hoyle & Co, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Needham, Wm, Barnsley, York, Basket Maker. Pet Aug 9. Shep- 
herd. Barnsley,f{Aug 3l at 11. Hamer, Barnsley. 

Nicholson, Bernard, Forebridge, Stafford, Commercial Traveller, 
Pet Aug9. Spilsbury. Stafford, Aug 26 at 12. Bowen, Stafford. 

Pammenton, Isaac, Horton, York, Railway Clerk. Pet Aug 7. Brad- 
ford, Aug 23 at 9.45. Hargreaves, Bradford, 

Pratt, Hy, Gloucester, Accountant. Pet Aug7. Wilton. Gloucester, 
Aug 24 at 12. Taynton, Gloucester. 

Richards, Thos, Birm, Retail Brewer. Pet Aug & Birm, 
Sept 20 at 10. Francis, Birm. 


Pet Aug 8. Guest. Birm, 


Mur- 


Summers. 
Belper, 
Pet Aug |. 

Pet Aug 


Guest, 


Riley, Robt. Wm, Huddersfield, York, Comm Agent. Pet Aug 6. Jones, 

Huddersfield, Sept 2at10, Sykes, Huddersfield. 

Russell, Stephen Morris, Prisoner for Debt, Maidstone. Adj July 19 
Weller. Tenterden, Aug 24 at lt. 

Scholefield, Chas, Sedgefield, Durham, out of business, Pet Aug 10. 
Gibson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Aug 28 at 12, Hoyle & Co, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. 

Sheldon, Abraham, Tee. Stafford, Journeyman Bricklayer. Pet 
Aug 10. Walker. Dudley, Aug 29 at 12. Lowe, Dudley. 

Sisson, John, sen, Prisoner for De t Appleby. Pet Aug2. Varty. 
Penrith, Aug 28 at 10. Harrison & Little, Penrith, 

Smith, John, Weaton, nr Crewe, Chester, Tailor. Pet Aug 8. Broughton. 
Crewe, Aug 29 at 10.30. Cooke, Crewe. 

Swan, Wm Francis, Bedlington, Northumberland, Boot Maker. Pet 
Aug 10, Brumell, Morpeth, Aug 31 at 10, Wilkinson, Morpeth. 
Tinkler, Wm, jun, Newark-upon-Trent, Nottingham. out of business. 
Pet Aug 8. Newton. Newark, Aug’iat 12. Ashley, Newark- 

upon: , 
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John Martindale, Sonth Shields, Durham, Insurance 
Tae Adj July 18. Wawn.. South Shields, Aug 24 at 12. . Fell, 


Penrith, Cumberland, Labourer, Pet Aug 9. 
Aug 28 at1!. Scott, Penrith. 
Toft, Peter, Salford, Lancaster, Chemist. Pet Aug 9. Hulton. .Sal- 


31 at. 9.30, Ham » Manch, : 
Ward By ork, Tailor. Pet Aug 9. Perkins. York, Aug 27at li. 
ke > 
qsiee, John, Birm, Butcher. Pet Aug 8.” Birm, Aug 23 at 12. Smith, 
witiams, David, Lpool, Coal Dealer. Pet Aug 9. Lpool, Aug 23 at 3. 
rocott, Lpool. 
‘“ce , Rbt, Heywood, Lancaster, Carder. Pet Ang9. Holden. 
Bolton, Aug 28 at 10. Richardson & Brandwood, Bolton. © 
Wrigglesworth, Joseph, Shilbottle, Northumberland, Innkeeper. Pet 
Aug5. Wilson. Alnwick, Aug 22 at11. Swan, Morpeth. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Aug. 9, 1867. 
Lyth, Wm, Manoh, Salesman. Aug 6, 
TvuespayY, Aug. 13, 1867, . 
Ashton, John, & Isaac Ashton, Glossop, Derby, Drapers. Aug 7. 


Clarke, Saml, Bemerton, Wilts, Architect. Aug 12. 
Warren, John Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Aug 9. 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. P 
SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
= for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
terests, or other adequate securities, 
‘ Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
i ProrosaL ror Loan on Mortoaces. 
1) eer 
Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor’ 
Amount required £ 
Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term certata, or by 
annual or other payments) 
Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land vr build- 
ngs, state the net annual income) 
State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Gresham Office in connexion with the security. 
By order of the Board, 
F, ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 


™’HE METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL 
LAW ASSOCIATION. 

The Managing Committee have the pleasure to inform the members 

and friends of the Association that the 
ANNUAL PROVINCIAL MEETING 

of the Association will be held this year in the TOWN HALL, MAN- 
CHESTER, on TUESDAY and WEDNESDAY, the 8th and $th OC- 
TOBER, Mr. H. S. Wasbrough, of Bristol (the Chairman of the Asso- 
ciation), presiding, 

After the Chairman’s address, papers on professional subjects, com- 
municated by members, will be read and discussed. 

The members of the Profession generally, and their articled clerks, 
are invited to give their presence and support on the occasion. 

After the meeting of the 9th Oct. there will be a Dinner given by the 
Manchester Law Association, The afternoon of the 9th Oct., and Thurs- 
cay, the 10th Oct., will be passed in exploring Manchester and its 


virons, 

Arrangements for the gratification of the visitors during their stay in 
Manchester will be made by the local committee, of which Mr. S. Unwin, 
of Manchester, is Secretary, to whom Solicitors are requested to inti- 
mate (by the 28rd Sept. if possible) their intention of attending the 


PHILIP RICKMAN, Secretary. 





Offices, 25, Chancery-lane, W.C. 
GFrLox COMPANY (LIMITED). 
Subscribed Capital, £750,000. 


DIRECTORS, 
Lawrorp Actanp, ksq., Chairman, 
Major General Henry Peiham Burn. Duncan James Kay, Esq. 
Harry George Gordon, Esq, Stephen P. Ken » Esq. 
George Ireland, Esq. P. F. Robertson, Esq., M.P. 
Manager—C, J. Brains, Esq. 








The Directors are prepared to invest Money on Mortgage in Ceylon 
and Mauritius, at Colonial rates of Interest (payable half-yearly in 
London), with or without the Company’s guarantee. as may be arranged. 
Sums of £5,000 to £10,000 are most convenient for these investments. 

The Directors are also issuing Debentures for one year at 5 per cent.; 
pode» years at 5}; and for five years and upwards at 6 per cent, per 


Applications for particulars to be made at the office of the Compan 
Palmerston-buildings, Old Broad-atreet, London. ” 
order, 
yeh. A. CAMERON, Secretary. 








DR. CAMPS ON RAILWAY ACCIDENTS. 
Second Edition, price One Shilling, 
AILWAY ACCIDENTS or COLLISIONS: 


their EFFECTS w the NERVOUS SYSTEM. especia 
Teference to Claims for Compensation. ¥ a 


H. K. Lewis, 136, Gower-street, W.C. 





Tn one volume, crown eveL 38. gi 

A TREATISE ON THE-ENGLISH LAW OF 
a DOMICIL. Dedicated, by permission, to Vice-Chancellor Sir 
Richard Torin Kindersley. By OLIVER STEPHEN ROUND, Esx., of 
Lincoln’s-inn, Barristcr-at-Law. 
_ London: 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn. 

185+ Pet doz. TARRAGONES. _ perdoz. 1 85- 

BOTTLES AND CASES INCLUDED. 

Post Orders on Vere Street. 
CHARLES WARD AND SON, 
WINE MERCHANTS, 


MAYFAIR, W., LONDON. 





18s. per doz, TARRAGONES. per doz. 18s. 





B. J. MAYER, 


MAYENCE-ON-THE-RHINE. 
PURVEYOR OF WINES TO HER MAJESTY. 


TILL & SPARKLING HOCKS & MOSELLES, 
of the very finest qualities, supplied, duty free and carriage paid 
to all parts of the United Kingdom, at moderate charges. Price Lists 
presented on i le 
All communications to be addressed either direct te B. J. MAYER, 
Mayence-on-Rhine; to Messrs. PICKFORD & Co., E.C.; or Messrs, 
MACLEAN & WOOLLEY, 63, Lower Thames-street, E.C. 


ATES AND ALEXANDER 
. PRINTERS, 
7, 8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C., 
Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills of Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c. 
Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Forms. 
Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 
General Printing. 


ILLS OF COMPLAINT AND ANSWERS 
FOR CASH, 4s. 6d. PER PAGE, 
A Lower Charge tian has hitherto been offered by the Trade. 
Price uF PuT To ACcouNT, 
10 Copies. 20 Copies. 30 Copies. 50 Copies. 
8 pages.........£2 28. Os. £2 33. Gd. £2 4s. Gd. £2 6s. 6d. 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law, PARLIAMENTARY, AND GENERAL PRINTERS, 
7,8, 9, Church Passage, Chancery Lane, E.C. 


LACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLATE is a coat- 

ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pose 
sessing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread, King's. 











8.04: -:£.6:4> 428 & £2. 6 

Table Forks, perdoz...... 110 Qandl Is 0 280 3080 
Dessert ditto .....eseeeee 1 0 Oand! 10 0 115 @ 220 
Table Spoons........0055 110 QGandl18 0 280 3 08 
Dessert ditto .o...eeeeee. | 0 Qandil 10 0 Lue «68 3 6 
Tea Spoons ..ee.cseseseee 812 QandO 18 0 136 110 0 
Every Article for the Table asin Silver. A Sample Tea Spoon fore 


warded on receipt of 20 stamps, 
RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 


~ ‘THE COMPANIES ACT, 1862. 


C= requisite under the above Act supplied on 
the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock 
for immediate use. ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION ont — 
in the proper form for registration and distribution. CER- 
TIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designed and 
executed. No charge for sketches. 


Companies Fee Stamps. 
ASH & FLINT, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet- 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 


\YLACK’S FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 











Iron Fenders, 38.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. éd., with standards; superior . 


Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire’ Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix, Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
ls, 6d, set of three; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
WR ped kawha. bes 64 Coal Scuttles, 2s.6d, 4 set of Kitchen Uten- 
sils for cottage, £3. Slack's Cutlery has been celevrated for 50 years. 
petiy Kaa Knives, 14s., 16s,, and 18s, per dozen. White Bone Knives 
and Forks,8s, 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and (0s. All war- 
ranted, 


As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, an 3 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Tronmon- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or free. Srey ovtte mecees pee 

ures at the same low prices which their establishment has 2 

ebrated for nearly 50 years, Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 


ah RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House, 
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SPECIAL NOTIOK. 





THE LAW UNION INSURANCE 
COMPANY 


NOW GRANTS 


WHOLE WORLD AND UNCONDITIONAL LIFE POLICIES 
AT A SLIGHTLY INCREASED PREMIUM. 





This description of Policy is simply an undertaking to pay the Sum Assured on the happening 
at the event on which it is payable without any condition whatever except the payment of the 


Annual Premium. 


To Mortgagees the advantages of such a Policy cannot be over-estimated. 
Members of the Legal Profession are invited to inspect this Form of Policy. 


The conditions on ordinary Life Policies have been recently revised, giving the Assured the 
benefit of all advantages (especially as to travelling) offered by the most liberal offices. 





“LOANS GRANTED ON LIFE INTERESTS AND REVERSIONS WITH LIFE ASSURANCES, 
Forms of Proposal and Prospectuses, &., may be had on application to 


126, Chancery-lane. 





FRANK McGEDY, 
Actuary and Secretary. 








(yateer BANK CORPORATION. 


£1, Incorporated by Royal Charter, 30th August, 195). 
Paid-up Capital 500,000; Res Reserved Fund, £444,000. 


COURT OF DIRECTORS. 
Cuarmmax—HARRY GEORGE GORDON, Esq. 
Derutrr-Caainman—WILLIAM SCOTT BINNEY, Esq. 
James Blyth, 


Duncan James : . Esq. 
John Binny Key, Esq. 


le hl 
Mauritius, Melbourne, and Sydney, on terms 


which may be ascertaied at their ofce. 7 aaney aie Sines Ceaeanes Sates 
anthem caphirlic ep 6 deo 


y undertake the 


deposits of £100 and wonete tea 
notice, and seo for lange perio, the ¥ 
ained on application at their office. 
Office hours, 10 to 3; Saturdays, 10 to 2. 
Threadneedie-street, London 1867. 


te LIVERPOOL sad and peoon and GLOBE 


Often, aor, reps; 7 oi ‘and Charing Cross, 


Toe Revested Vents now emenet to S0ases. The Fire Revenu 
to £618,054 and that of pee wl a wr The raver 
premium, with a fixed Bonus for the Life 
pe ge Smee rfl a Special Sceriten to thea 
Seasenlite toemat usd cate eee pa Gara 


JOHN ATKINS, Resident 








as AGRA BANK (LIMITED) 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 
HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, CA, RAEI, LONDON, 


Messrs. GLYN, MILLS, CURRIE, & C & Co,, and BANK OF ENGLAND, 


Braxcuzs in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, ome, Kurrachee, Agra, j 


Shanghai, Hong Kong. 


Cosusxr Accounre are kept st the Head Office on the terms cu» t 
wee oases Senhore, ot lonens Ghat Shee Oe § 


balance does not fall below £100. 
Drosrrs received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz.:— 
Go 6 pram, on 4 


at H ‘ito ditto 3 ditto aise 


Excerrionat Ratzs for longer periods than twelve months, particulars 
obtained on application. . 


of which may be 


Brits issued atthe current exchange of the day on any ofthe Branchs 
purchased or 


of the Bank free of ex 

pk tra charge; and approved bills 
Sates any Puncuas8e effected in British and foreign securities, in 

Fast India Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same undertaken, 
pretty ot rene wen tp ere saps realised. 
Every other a of hens ca business and money agency, 


aaa M. BALFOUR, Manager. 


By Boyal Command. 
METALLIC PEN MAKER TO THE QUEEN. 


JOSEPH GILLOTT, 
Renpestially Gieests Co cieantion of the Commies Public, and of all 


STEEL PENS, 
tothe incomparable excellence of his productions, which aLitt 
of Matzniat, East Action, and fait ene & Se 
THEY CAN BE OBTAINED, RETAIL, OF EVERY DEALER It 
THE WORLD. 


Wholesale st the Works, Grabam-strest, atthe 
Ltrerere beg a tetera leg ge gh bow {mises 





qanemn, eubjert to 18 months’ pellen: of TERRE 
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